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UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural-  Marketing  Service 


RELIABILITY  AND  ADEQUACY  OF  FARM  WAGE  RATE  DATaA/ 


The  compilation  and  study  of  statistics  on  farm  wage  rates  were  inaugu¬ 
rated  by  the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture  more  than  70  years  ago. 
The  first  inquiry,  requesting  monthly,  and  daily  rage  rates' paid  by  farmers, 
was  sent  in  1366  to  the  corps  of  voluntary  correspondents  reporting  regular¬ 
ly  to  the  Department  on  the  condition  of  growing  crops.  The  summarization  of 
the- figures  collected  at  that  time  represents  the  earliest  attempt  made,  by 
any  organization,  to  determine  scientifically  a  national  average  of  per  unit 
labor  Costs. 2/  These  series  of  wage  rates  have  been  continued  in  substantial¬ 
ly  the  same  form  to  date.  As  such,  they  constitute  one  of  the  few  groups  of 
statistical  series  for  the  agricultural  industry  that  followed  closely  upon 
the  establishment  of  the  Department  Is  crop  reporting  service  76  years  ago. 


History  of  the  Wage  Rate  Series 


Ther  was  little  regularity  in  the  tiinin-;  of  the  wage  investigations 
of  the  Department  from  1656.  to  1909.  In  19  of  these  44  years,  or  about  once 
every  2  years,  inquiries  were  made  as  to  the  average  daily  and  monthly  rates 
prevailing  during  the  year.  The  first  investigation,  made  in  1866  was  fol¬ 
lowed  by  another  in  December  1869  which  referred  to  the  colander  year  1869. 
The  third  inquirv  in  1875,  and  succeeding  ones  until  1892,  were  made  in  the 
spring  of  the  year.  For  this  period  (1875-1692)  the  years  to  which  the  re¬ 
sults  apply  are  somewhat  uncertain.  In  consequence,  they  are  published  after 
dual-date  designation,  such  as  "1874  or  1875."  Intermittently  during  the 
period  1893  to  1908  inquiries  were  made  in  the  autumn  of  the  year  to  which 
the  data  related.  Beginning  in  1909  and  continuing  through  192'*,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  made  inquiry  each  year  regarding  average  daily  and  monthly  farm  wage 
rates  for  the  year. 


The  regular  crop  reporters  were  circularized  for  this  information. 

The  results  obtained  from  their  reports  provided  a  fairly  comparable  series 
of  day  wage  rates  for  "other  than  harvest  work"  but  the  historic  record  of 
monthly  rates  for  this  period  1366  to  1923  is  not  entirely  comparable.  From 
1366  to  1890,  correspondents  were  asked  to  report  wage  rates  per  month  for 
Workers  hired  by  the  year.  For  the  first  three  inquiries  (1866,  1869,  and 
1874  or  1875),  information  on  monthly  rates  paid  to  workers  hired  for  the 
season  also  was  s- licited.  Beginning  in  1891,  however ,  monthly  rates  were 


reported.'  on  a  combined  annual  and  seasonal  basis.  In  1909,  the  old  distinc¬ 
tion  was  restored  and  a  weighted  average  of  the  two  systems  of  hiring  monthly 
hands  was  computed. 


JL /Prepared  by  R,"F.  Kale,  Senior  Agricultural  Statistician,  with  the  aid 
of  R.  L.  Gastineau,  Assistant  Agricultural  Statistician. 

2 /Holmes,  George  K. ,  Uages  of  Farm  Labor.  U.S.Dept .Agr . ,  Bur.Statis. 
Bull. 99,  1912.  (Nineteenth  investigation,  in  190°,  c  ntinuing  a  series 
that  began  in  1866.) 


The  farm  w&ge  rate  inquiries  were  put  on  a  quarterly  "basis  in  1923 . 
Since  then  questions  have  been  carried  on  the  regular  f ir st-of-the-month 
cron  questionnaires  for  January,  April,  July,  and  October.  The  regular  an¬ 
nual  inquiry  was  made  for  the  last  time  in  December  1923  for  the  purpose  of 
linking  the  annual  and  quarterly  series.  On.  the  old  annual  inquiry,  respond¬ 
ents  were  asked  to  report  day  wage  rates  "at  harvest,"  and  for  "other  than 
harvest"  labor.  The  quarterly  series  of  daily  and  monthly  rates  relates  to 
"average  wage  rates  being  paid  to  hired  labor  at  the  present  time  in  your 
locality."  The  standard  instruction  to  correspondents  is  to  include  in  their 
estimates  of  day  wage  rates  "average  daily  earnings  of  pieceworkers.!1 

The  quarterly  type  of  inquiry  tended  to  eliminate  the  necessity  for 
a  distinction  between  wage  rates  for  harvest  hands  and  for  other  than  harvest 
labor.  The  relationship  between  returns  from  the  overlapping  quarterly  and 
annual  inquiries  in  1923,  however,  indicated  that,  for  comparative  purposes, 
the  "other  than  harvest"  wage  rates  are  really  more  nearly  comparable  with 
the  Quarterly  rates  than  any  combination  of  "at  harvest"-  and  "other  than  har¬ 
vest"  rate-.  Beginning  with  1924  these  indications  of  change  in  the  general 
wage  rates  have  been  supplemented  with  information  regarding  rates  paid  for 
specific  tasks.  A  question  has  been  included  annually  on  the  schedule  sent 
cotton  reporters  regarding  the  rates  paid  workers  for  picking  100  pounds  of 
seed  cotton.  Piecework  wage  rates  paid  by  farmers  for  some  of  the  more  com¬ 
mon  grain  and  fruit  harvest  taste  were  collected  for  the  1934  crop  harvest 
season.  A  few  of  these  questions  were  repeated  for  1938. 


The  Present  Method  of  Collection 


The  regular  quarterly  rage  rate  questions  ha^e  been  continued  in  al¬ 
most  exactly  the  same  form  since  1923.  Four  "wage  rate  questions  appear  at 
quarterly  intervals  on  the  general  sc eg dale  sent  to  crop  correspondents. 
They  relate  to  average  rates  per  month  with  boo^d,  per  month  without  board, 
per  day  with  board,  and  per  day  without  board. 


These  questions  follow  a  series  of  items  on  local  crop  conditions, 
yields,  and  production,  and  appear  with  questions  regarding  employment  on  the 
respondent's  farm  and  the  supply  of  and  demand  for  labor  in  his  locality. 

The  wage  rate  questions  also  apply  to  his  locality.  The  respondent's  judg¬ 
ment  is  requested  as  to  agricultural  wage  rates  prevailing  locally  rather 
than  to  those  paid  by  him. 


A  copy  of  the  form  sent  reporters  in  Minnesota,  the  Dakotas,  Montana, 
and  Wyoming  in  October  of  this  year  is  included  in  the  appendix  to  this  re¬ 
port.  (See  exhibit  F.)  Similar  schedules  were  sent  to  about  70,000  farmers 
throughout  the  country.  On  October  1,  1939,  approximately  21,400  farmers 
reported  on  one  or  more  of  the  four  wage  rate  items  for  their  locality.  The 
number  of  reports  tabulated  by  States,  for  October -1  of  each  of  4  selected 
years  during  the  last  decade  and  a  half,  are  shown  in  table  1  of  the  Appendix. 


For  October  1939,  over  12,000  reports  were  tabulated  for  each  of  the  day  rates 
and  the  monthly  rate  with  board,  while  nearly  9,400  returns  we -e  used  for  the 
less  common  method  of  paying  workers  hired  by  the  month  without  board. 


S 
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The  voluntary  nature  of  the  returns  from  these  crop  correspondents 
makes  the  quarterly  wage  rate  sample  somewhat  selective.  Those  who  report 
do  so  because  of  a  willingness  to  cooperate,  and  they  have  been  found  gen¬ 
erally  to  be  above  average  in  public  spirited  interest  and  knowledge  of  lo¬ 
cal  conditions.  A  preponderance  of  the  returns  is  from  operators  of  general 
crop  and  livestock  farms,  and  reports  are  received  from  nearly  ever'”  agri¬ 
cultural  county  in  the  country. 

Unfortunately,  schedules  sent  to  other  lists  of  fro.it,  truck,  dairy, 
and  similar  special  reporters  do  not  carry  questions  regarding  wage  rates. 

It  is  doubtful  if  wage  rates  paid  on  such  farms  are  adequately  represented 
in  the  regular  quarterly  sample.  They  are,  however,  reflected  to  some  extent 
inasmuch  as  the  regular  crop  correspondents  are  requested  to  report  average 
farm  wage  rates  for  their  locality  rather  than  rates  paid  their  own  hired 
workers . 

It  can  definitely  be  said  that  the  Department  series  of  daily  and 
monthly  rates  is  based  upon  reports  from  farmers  employing  more  than  average 
amounts  of  farm  labor.  Employment  on  the  farms  of  crop  correspondents  on 
January  1,  1935,  averaged  0.77  hired  workers  per  farm,  compared  with  an 
average  of  only  0.24  hired  workers  enumerated  by  the  census  as  of  that  date. 

It  is  believed,  in  general,  that  these  daily  and  monthly  rates  furnish 
a  fairly  accurate  picture  of  the  average  rates  paid  to  farm  laborers  in  the 
general  crop-producing  regions  throughout  the  country.  Laborers  hired  by 
the  month  are  usually  kept  throughout  the  year  or  during  the  season  of  great¬ 
est  farm  activity.  The  reported  day  rates,  either  for  year-round  or  special 
harvest  work,  also  reflect  rather  well  the  level  of  day  wages,  where  workers 
are  commonly  hired  in  this  manner  and  where  rates  are  fairly  standard  in  a 
given  community. 

It  is  entirely  possible  that  the  reported  figures  may  fail  in  some 
cases  to  reflect  the  actual  level  of  day-rate  equivalents  of  piece-work  rates 
paid.  Some  correspondents  probably  overlook  this  factor  in  submitting  esti¬ 
mates  for  their  locality  inasmuch  as  pieceworkers  may  be  hired  infrequently 
in  areas  of  general  crop  and  livestock  farming.  Others  may  overestimate  the 
returns  per  worker  where  one  worker  may  be  paid  a  piece-rate  not  only  for  the 
labor  he  performs  but  also  for  that  of  other  members  of  his  family.  It  is 
extremely  doubtful  if  reported  day  rates  reflect  the  level  of  average  daily 
earnings  of  employees  hired  through  labor  contractors. 

Supplement '  ry  information  on  piece-work  rates  paid  farm  workers  is 
gathered  regularly  only  for  cotton  picking.  Since  1924,  a  question  regarding 
the  average  price  paid  for  picking  100  pounds  of  seed  cotton  has  been  car¬ 
ried  on  the  regular  November  schedule  sent  cotton  growers  to  inquire  regard¬ 
ing  the  condition  of  the  crop  and  the  average  yield,  A  copy  of  this  question¬ 
naire  is  included  in  the  Appendix.  (See  exhibit  G,)The  returns  to  this  inquiry 
are  far  more  numerous  in  the  principal  cotton  States  than  the  reports  on 

3/Based  on  reburns  to  questions  comparable  with  census.  This  differs 
slightly  from  published  figures  which  are  based  on  employment  on  a  given 
date  rather  than  during  "2  or  more  days"  of  preceding  week. 
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standard  day  and  monthly  rates  on  the  general  crop  schedule.  In  1939,  this 
special  November  inquiry  yielded  8,575  reports.  Such  extensive  coverage  of 
all  the  cotton-growing  areas  would  appear  sufficient  to  establish  accurately 
the  actual  level  of  monthly  rates  paid  for  this  type  of  work.  The  number  of 
returns  from  the  Cotton  Belt  is  shown  by  States  for  selected  years  in  table 
2  of  the  Appendix. 


Weighting  and  Averaging  Wame  Rate  Bata. 

Straight  averages  of  the  data  reported  on  the  general  crop  schedule  are 
employed  to  establish  the  level  of  monthly  and  daily  wage  rates  paid  by  farm¬ 
ers  in  each  State.  Prior  to  1959,  the  number  of  male  agricultural  laborers 
in  each  State,  as  reported  in  the  decennial  census  enumeration,  had  been  used 
as  a  basis  for  weighting  the  State  rates  in  Computing  regional  and  United 
States  averages.  The  weights  used  in  reworking  the  data  for  the  period  1866 
to  1906  were  derived  from  reports  of  the  census  of  occupations  for  appropriate 
enumeration  periods.—/  From  1909  to  1912,  weights  based  on  the  1910  Census 
were  used;  from  1915  to  1917,  a  mean  of  the  1910  and  1920  census  figures;  and 
from  1918  to  1958,  the  1920  census  data.. 

The  employment  of  census  data  for  weights,  however,  was  far  from  satis¬ 
factory  inasmuch  as  current  data  were  never  available  and  the  geographic  °hift 
in  workers  from  one  decade  to  another  would  have  required  a  revision  of  the 
national  and,  regional  wage  rate  averages  after  the  appearance  of  every  new 
census  tabulation  in  order  to  maintain  the  representativeness  of  the  national 
wage  series.  Such  historic  revisions  were  much  too  costly  to  undertake  with 
current  appropriations  for  agricultural  statistical  work. 

In  1958,  the  Works  Progress  Administration  completed  and  published  his¬ 
toric  estimates  of  numbers  of  hired  workers  employed  on  farms  for  the  period 
1909-36.2/  On  the  basis  of  the  data  compiled  for  this  Works  Progress  Admin¬ 
istration  report,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  constructed  historic 
series  of  the  estimated  number  of  hired  workers  employed  on  farms,  by  census 
geographic  divisions,  and  has  since  kept  these  regional  employment  series  cur¬ 
rent  in  its  regular  reports.  From  the  various  calculations  involved,  it 
became  possible  for  the  first  time  to  obtain  rough  estimates  of  farm  employ¬ 
ment,.  by  States.  To  these  were  applied  the  proportion  of  workers  hired  by  the 
month  and  by  the  day  to  derive  a  distribution  of  numbers  employed  for  use  in 
weighting  the  several  wage  rate  series .6/  This  system  of  weighting  was  employed 
in  revising  the  historic  estimates  back  to  1910  and  continues  in  use  currently 
in  the  determination  of  regional  and  national  averages  of  standard  wage  rates. 

A  summary  of  the  rate  and  weight  date  for  October  1  of  this  year  is  shown  in 
table  3  of  the  Appendix. 


4/ See  footnote  2/,  p.l. 

5/Shaw,  E.E,  ,  and  Hopkins,  J.A.,  Trends  in  Agr i cultural  Employment  in  the 
United  States.  U. S. Works  Prog. Admin. ,  Natl .Hes .Pro j .  Rpt.No.A-8,  Nov. 1938 
(Philadelphia,  Pa . ) 

6/Folsom,  J,.  C.  ,  Perquisites  and  Wages  of  Hired  Farm  Laborers.  U.S.Bur.Agr. 
Econ.  Tech. Bull. 213,  30  pp.,  illus.  1931. 
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For  the  weighting  of  piece-work  harvesting  rates,  crop  production  sta¬ 
tistics  provide  a  fairly  satisfactory  basis .  A  straight  average  of  reported 
rates  for  picking  100  pounds  of  seed  cotton  is  obtained  for  each  crop-report¬ 
ing  district,  of  which  there  are  Usually  9  in  a.  State.  These  district  aver¬ 
ages  are  than  weighted  in  proportion  to  cotton  production  in  the  respective 
districts  to  obtain  the  picking  rate  for  the  State.  The  national  average  of 
rates  paid  is  finally  obtained  by  weighting  the  State  rates  with  the  State 
estimates  of  lint  production  published  by  the  Crop  Reporting  board. 


Reliability  of  Reported  ”reo:e  Rates 


As  a  rule,  for  the  general  farming  areas  throughout  the  country,  there 
is  reason  to  believe  that  the  data  reported  by  crop  correspondents  reflect 
rather  closely  the  actual  level  of  prevailing  cosh  wage  rates.  In  some  in¬ 
stances  farmers  nay  tend  to  report  cash  rates  paid,  only  to  efficient  able- 
bodied  hired  men. capable  of  doing  a  full  day’s  work,  without  making  sufficient 
allowance  for  the  considerable  number  of  workers  who  cannot  give  a  maximum 
output  because  of  age,  youth,  inexperience,  or  inefficiency,  and  who  are  con¬ 
sequently  employed  at  lower  wages. 

It  is  doubtful  if  such  a  tendency  would  produce  any  marked  upward  bias 
in  the  data  reported  in  the  principal  areas  of  staple  crop  production  since 
rates  become  more  or  less  standardised  in  any  ,gi*-en  community  as  a  result  of 
the  competition  among  farmers  for  the  existing  labor  supply.  This,  however, 
is  more  likely  to  be  true  of  monthly  rates  paid  workers  hired  for  the  year, 
or  for  the  entire  crop- growing  season  than  for  day  rates  paid  casual  7/orkers 
engaged  for  seasonal  jobs  of  short  duration. 


Still,  there  are  many  factors  -that  work  to  produce  variation  in  . individual 
rates  of  pay  even  in  the  same  locality.  Variation  in  worker  efficiency  and 
in  individual  bargaining  power  nay  result  in  considerable  range  in  day  rates 
paid  casual  workers .  Variation  in  the  amount  of  and  number  of  perquisites 
other  than  board  and  lodging  that  are  furnished  the  hired  man  also  may  result 
in  variations  in  cash  wages  paid  either  monthly  or  day  workers. 


All  of  these  factors  may  be  taken  into  account  by  the  correspond ent 
when  considering  his  estimate  of  average  rates  ppid  in  the  locality  in  which 


he  live 


Although  it  has  not  been  possible  to  apply  afty  objective  tests, 


the  reporters  appear,  for  the  most  part,  to  be  doing  a  reasonably  satisfac¬ 
tory  job  in  approximating  the  generally  prevailing  daily  and  monthly  rates. 

In  areas  and  months  where  their  estimates  of  dailv  rates  must  be  based  large¬ 
ly  on p\ ece-vork  eouivnlents , however ,  their  job  is  further  complicated.  When 
families  are  hired  as  a.  unit  for  such  tasks,  either  'directly  or  through  labor 
contractors,  the  reporting  of  an  average  equivalent  day  rate  per  person  be¬ 
comes  increasingly  complex;  it  is  entirely  possible  that  some  of  the  child 
or  female  workers  nay  be  entirely  overlooked  when  the  correspondent  figures 
the  average  rate  of  pay.  Unfortunately,  funds  have  not  been  available  to 
permit  an  objective  check  on  the  reliability  of  the  repots  from  areas  where 
such  hiring  practices  are  in  vogue.  it  is  reasonable  to  expect,  therefore, 
that  the  error  in  individual  reports  covering  such  localities  would  be  greater 
than  the  error  in  reports  for  areas  whore  farm  l^bor  is.  usually  hired  by  the 
day  or  by  the  month. 


-  6  - 

In  addition  to  the  variation  in  farm  wage  rates  in  particular  local¬ 
ities,  there  is  a  tremendous  geographic  variation,  that  is  between  localities, 
in  a  specific  rate  at  any  one  particular  time.  The  demand  for  workers  varies 
from  area  to  area  as  a  result  of  differences  in  the  labor  requirements  for 
the  several  crop  and  livestock  enterprises,  and  in  the  financial  ability  of 
farmers  to  hire  labor.  The  supply  of  workers  available  for  hire  will  differ 
from  locality  to  locality  in  line  with  variations  in  the  total  labor  supply 
and  in  the  state  of  employment  in  nonagricultural.  industries.  Regional  vari¬ 
ations  in  farm  wage  rates  also  appear  as  a  result  of  geographic  differences 
in  the  cost  of  living  and  in  the  customary  node  of  lining.  The  results  of 
a  statistical  analysis  of  these  variations,  as  reflected  in  the  sample  data 
reported  from  selected  States  in  October  197)9,  are  shown  in  tables  4  to  8 
of  the  Appendix. 

On  October  1,  1939,  the  national  average  of  wage  rates  per  day  with¬ 
out  board  was  $1.57.  This  rate  varied  widely  throughout  the  country,  how¬ 
ever,  with  State  average  rates  ranging  from  85  cents  in  South  Carolina  to 
$3  per  day  in  New  Hampshire.  The  average  of  492  reports  from  Pennsylvania, 
for  example,  was  $2.29  per  day.  The  reports  for  this  one  State  ranged  from 
a  low  of  $1.25  per  day  in  the  northwest  section  of  the  State  to  a  high  of 
$3.75  per  day  in  the  southeast  section.  The  statistical  analysis  of  this 
samole  reveals  that  two-thirds  of  the  reports  fell  within  a  range  of  about 
53  cents  (the  standard  deviation)  on  either  side  of  the  mean  of  all  reports. 
This,  in  statistical  parlance,  amounts  to  a  coefficient  of  variability  of 
approximately  27  percent  of  the  mean.  If  it  is  assumed  that  the  individual 
reports  were  representative,  then  it  also  can  be  said,  statistically,  that 
the  probable  error  of  the  average  of  $2.29  reported  paid  Per  day  without 
board  by  Pennsylvania  farmers  on  October  1,  1939,  was  1.6  cents.  This  mere¬ 
ly  means  that  the  chances  are  one  to  one  that  the  average  of  a  much  larger 
sample  of  reports  of  the  same  size,  obtained  at  the  same  time  and  in  the  same 
manner  from  a  similar  group  of  Pennsylvania  farmers,  would  have  averaged 
within  1.6  cents  or  0.7  percent  of  the  present  mean.  On  a  similar  basis, 
the  chances  are  ninety-nine  to  one  that  the  average  of  a  much  larger  group 
of  reports,  obtained  at  the  same  time  and  under  similar  conditions,  would  not 
have  differed  from  the  mean  of  the  present  sample  by  more  than  four  times 
the  relative  prob able  error ,  or  2,8  p e r c e n t . 

The  relative  probable  errors  of  the  averages  of  the  crop  reporter  re¬ 
turns  vary  among  States  because  of  differences  in  the  size  of  the  sample,  in 
the  range  of  the  reported  wage  rates,  and  in  the  magnitude  of  the  averages 
upon  which  the  percentage  figures  are  based.  In  a  majority  of  cases  examined, 
however ,  the  relative  probable  errors  of  the  crop  reporter  returns  are  less 
than  1  percent.  In  the  analyses  of  the  cotton-picking  rates,  the  error  of 
the  mean  amounts  to  consider ably  loss  than  one-half  of  1  percent.  Since  the 
averages  of  reported  figures  are  not  exact,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Ser¬ 
vice  usually  rounds  its  estimates  of  monthly  wage  rates  to  quarters  of  a 
dollar,  and  its  estimates  of  daily  rates  and  cotton-picking  rates  to  multi¬ 
ples  of  5  cents  to  avoid  the  appearance  of  over-refinement  of  accuracy. 

The  wage  rate  data  find  their  most  significant  and  reliable  use  in 
measuring  changes  in  wage  rate  levels  over  time.  In  this  connection,  the 


Table  1. -Voluntary  reports  on  farm  wage  rates,  October  1  of  selected  years,  1924-39 

by  States  and  geographic  divisions 
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Per  day 
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Maine  •  •  • 

48 

39 

50 

54 

73 

55 

88 

93 

57 

40 

6l 

71 

98 

74 

101 

110 

N.H.  • . . . 

32 

30 

28 

38 

40 

28 

32 

49 

48 

32 

30 

56 

35 

19 

20 

33 

Vt . . 

50 

39 

49 

49 

72 

54 

65 

72 

74 

50 

58 

67 

85 

60 

67 

75 

Mass.  . . . 

34 

24 

16 

38 

62 

49 

31 

81 

45 

30 

24 

65 

52 

34 

17 

69 

B.I . 

-  7 

7 

5 

9 

13 

11 

9 

16 

5 

6 

6 

8 

8 

6 

3 

8 

Conn. . . . 

S'? 

23 

18 

33 

38 

31 

24 

42 

34 

27 

20 

40 

37 

29 

14 

37 

N.Eng. 

196 

162 

166 

221 

298 

228 

249 

353 

•  263 

..  I85 

199 

307 

315 

222 

222 

332 

N.T . 

327 

263 

312 

280 

317 

.257 

•  287 

266 

487 

364 

423 

435 

442 

345 

376 

387 

N.  J . 

73 

68 

58 

82 

45 

40 

38 

55 

63 

42 

56 

79 

117 

110 

84 

157 

Pa . 

306 

268 

326 

296 

722 

541 

737 

625 

685 

493 

713 

584 

579 

413 

560 

492 

M.  A.  • . . 

706 

599’ 

696 

658  1,084 

838  1,062 

946 

1.235 

899 

1,192 

1,098 

1,13?! 

86 8 

1,020 

1,036 

Ohio- •  •  • 

300 

250 

350 

300 

215- 

171 

228 

214 

396 

279 

487 

409 

480 

375 

525 

490 

Ind, • • •  • 

230 

261 

263 

227 

315 

276 

271 

253. 

4l4 

344 

;  454 

438 

305 

265 

340 

354 

Ill . 

255 

231 

244 

228 

306 

248 

•  268 

233 

444  . 

350 

•434 

415 

673 

527 

637 

575 

Mich. . . . 

337 

267 

340 

288 

291 

221 

303 

250 

339 

191 

•358 

271 

353 

224 

370 

290 

Wis . 

341 

190. 

344 

255 

.3 29 

173 

297 

234 

707 

319 

618 

388 

.733 

372 

663 

399 

I.N.C. 

1,529  l,199.]l,54l  1.298 

1,456' 1,089 

1,367  1.184 

2,300 

1,483 

2:351 

1,921 

2.544, 

1,763 

2,535 

2,108 

Minn. - . . 

407 

190 

418 

223 

495 

186 

435 

225 

501 

171 

457 

196 

498 

.  171 

467 

232 

Iowa. . . . 

755 

527’. 

666 

508 

833. 

526 

720 

505 

772 

444 

.753 

487 

695 

455 

634 

500 

Mo . 

440 

*  384  . 

386 

371 

-  474 

407 

455 

422 

419 

36l 

•492 

453 

402 

365 

5H 

487 

N.Dak. . . 

128 

39, 

134 

32 

259' 

.■  92 

208 

74 

310 

78 

237 

75" 

298 

87 

259 

99 

S. Dak. • • 

129 

51' 

51 

57 

270 

112 

221 

113 

367 

139 

355 

153 

394 

158 

356 

173 

Nebr. . . . 

267 

167. 

219 

137 

231 

144 

198 

136 

377 

243 

‘367  . 

249 

.  .509. 

326 

484 

339 

Kans. . . . 

796 

619 

740 

.563 

329 

262 

322 

265 

553 

402 

;587 

441 

660 

561 

740 

643 

W.N.C. 

2,922.  1,967*2,614 

1,891 

2,891’ 

1.729 

2.559 

1,739 

3.299 

1,838 

3*.  248  ' 

2,05V 

3.456 

2,123 

3.451 

2,473 

Del . 

12 

22‘ 

77 

77 

<7 

g 

12 

xi 

2k 

g 

V  PR 

22 

7? 

PQ 

32 

7R 

Md . 

170 

i4o; 

175 

161 

109 

102 

105 

97 

100 

83 

..  t-J 

,  119 

*  409. 

•  '133 

126 

146 

JJ 

162 

Va . 

207 

211. 

223 

223 

310 

310 

374 

374 

158 

158 

'  206 

206 

156 

156 

225 

225 

W.  V a.  •  •  • 

60 

58- 

75 

75 

90 

86 

136 

131 

l4l 

121 

.  251 

■  198 

'  202 

185 

352 

321 

N.C.  ... 

31!) 

311 

334 

351' 

:  19s 

192 

215 

226 

213 

193 

'  272. 

295 

.  245 

234 

319 

353 

S.C . 

97 

97: 

9  7 

106 

128 

130 

120 

139 

158 

174 

17s 

221 

221 

234 

242 

299 

&a . :  490 

486 

449 

470 

345 

336 

323 

33« 

275 

279 

:  290 

329 

475 

478 

505 

612 

Tla - 

57 

62 

52 

31 

87 

.95 

 74 

160 

109 

•75 

.  -84- 

153 

86 

87 

74 

Is?7 

S.  A - 

1,428 

1,387  1,442  1,520  1,27$  1,259 

1,359  1,476 

1,178 

1,091 

1.425 

1.533 

1.550 

1,529 

1,899 

2,164 

Ky. . . . . . 

205 

136 

216 

219 

.227 

221 

257' 

264 

288 

273 

;  390 

438 

237 

257 

347 

359 

Tenn. . . . 

255 

250 

257 

260 

165 

lbl 

162 

168 

193 

190 

273 

307 

233 

238 

334 

398 

Ala . 

156 

158 

147 

165 

148 

146 

151 

156 

145 

137 

143 

152 

233 

233 

243 

286 

Miss. . . . 

211 

211 

222 

222 

201 

191 

199 

216 

156 

129 

163 

182 

227 

205 

243 

283 

E.  S.  C. 

827 

815 

842 

866 

741 

719 

.769 

-804 

782 

729 

969 

1.079 

930 

933 

1,167 

1,326 

Ark . 

219 

201 

214 

230 

131 

!3° 

142 

158 

195 

181 

231 

298 

205 

197 

275 

337 

La.  . .  . 

78 

72 

79 

104 

68 

65 

83 

122 

36 

33 

4l 

66 

122 

113 

146 

199 

Okla. . . . 

266 

233 

286 

256 

250 

209 

272 

255 

263 

213 

337 

326 

379 

346 

497 

518 

Tex.  • • . 

209 

193 

236 

248 

293 

282 

334 

366 

251 

247 

343 

424 

257 

275 

392 

504 

W.  S.C. 

772 

699 

8I5 

838 

742 

686 

831 

901 

745 

674 

952 

1,114 

963 

931 

1,310 

1.558 

Mont. . • . 

156 

6l 

l64 

58 

170 

73 

136 

69 

163 

42 

140 

48 

175 

66 

155 

6l 

Idaho. . . 

80 

70 

87 

78 

111 

85 

117 

89 

110 

72 

126 

102 

188 

164 

216 

190 

Wyo . 

74 

42 

62 

37 

71 

44 

64 

44 

85 

44 

71 

49 

97 

62 

91 

63 

Colo. . . . 

112 

83 

111 

99 

227 

157 

223 

173 

363 

232 

332 

273 

208 

176 

210 

201 

N. Mex. . . 

52 

44 

54 

50 

36 

27 

39 

37 

81 

58 

85 

85 

59 

45 

67 

82 

Ariz.  .. 

12 

13 

17 

15 

10 

13 

ll 

19 

18 

9 

18 

24 

10 

12 

9 

31 

Utah. •  ■  • 

37 

34 

38 

42 

46 

46 

47 

47 

40 

31 

35 

60 

46 

51 

60 

83 

Nev . 

10 

2 

11 

? 

5 

5 

8 

8 

13 

4 

11 

6 

10 

6 

8 

4 

Mt . 

533 

349 

544 

382 

676 

450 

645 

486 

873 

492 

818 

647 

793 

582 

816 

715 

Wash. . . . 

l4l 

76 

132 

92 

89 

63 

76 

74 

176 

89 

158 

161 

248 

174 

212 

252 

Oreg.  . . . 

27 

22 

28 

19 

93 

60 

87 

88 

122 

71 

139 

139 

202 

135 

175 

219 

Calif.  .  .1 

100 

108 

127 

I67 

183 

207 

191 

447 

107 

112 

89 

326 

91 

115 

.  85. 

369. 

Pac . 

• 

268 

206 

287 

278 

--J3Q- 

.354 

609 

405 

272 

386 

626 

541  , 

424 

472 

840 

U.s.  |9,isi  7,383  8,947  7,952  9,529  7.328  9.195  8,498  11,080  7,663  11,540  10,379  12,230  9,375  12,892  12,552 


Table  No.  2:  Number  of  reports  on  wage  rates  for  picking 
100  lbs.  of  seed  cotton  in  principal  Cotton  States, 
selected  years,  1924-39,  by  States 


State 

and 

Division 

1924 

• 

• 

t 

• 

1929  :  1934 

• 

• 

1939 

H . C •  . . 

318 

127  :  268 

504 

S.C*  * . 

194  *174  *414 

542 

Ga#  •••••••,« 

537 

207  *  639 

907 

So.  Atl . 

1 ,049 

508  i  1,321 

#  * 

1,953 

A1 a •  •••*••••• 

261 

202  J  671 

706 

Miss . 

406 

141  *  765 

994 

Ark . 

356 

174  ’  796 

1,232 

•••••••«•• 

247 

83  *268 

530 

Okla . 

238 

153  ;  594 

664 

Tex,  . 

645 

293  ’  1,505 

1*563 

So.  Cent . 

_ 

2,153 

1,046  l  4,599 

...  .  .  •  . . . 

5,689 

9  Cotton  States. 

:  3,202 

•  * 

1,554  :  5,920 

7,642 

• 

• 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 


Table  3--  Parm  employment  and  wage  rates,  October  1,  1939.  by  classes 
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:  rate 

I 

1 
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Thous- 
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Dollars 
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ands 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Thous- 

ands 

Dollars 

Dollars 

26 

7 

q 

33.00 

33-75 

30.00 

33-75 

35-75 

35-25 

10 

1 

50.25 

56.OO 

47.50 
63-75 

65.50 
65.00 

1-75 

2.15 

1-75 

1-95 

2.05 

1.90 

1 

35.OO 

43.00 

35-00 

39-00 

41.00 

38.00 

2-35 

3.00 

2.45 

2.85 

2.95 

2.90 

6 

47.OO 

60.00 

49.00 

57.00 

59.00 

5§.90 

42.94 

50.79 

40.27 

51.16 

50.62 

52.50 

N.  H . 

2 

2 

vt. . 

11 

4 

4 

1 

2 

Mass . 

R.  I . . 

29 

p 

10 

1 

12 

1 

6 

Conn . 

24 

8 

10 

1 

5 

N.E . 

99 

34 

33.52 

40 

58.52 

1.84 

4 

36.75 

2.70 

21 

53.90 

48.08 

N.  Y . 

98 

32 
.  92 

42 

1U 

40 

30.25 

11  Rf> 

55 

12 

33 

4b.  00 

54.50 

42.00 

'"'1.75' 

1  gR 

id 

#•00 

17  nn 

2.35 

P  RH 

11 

47.  oO 

50  00 

38.24 

43.25 

35.23 

N  J.  .  . 

3 

9 

3 

10 

Pa.  .  . . 

27.00 

1.75 

35.00 

2.30 

46.00 

M.  A . 

222 

96 

29.37 

80 

45.62 

1.76 

22 

■*R  P7 

P  7R 

24 

46.96 

37-71 

JJ*  z- 1 

77 

44 

34 

19 

38 

42 

27  00 

PR 

40.00 

38.00 

43.50 

43.50 

43.00 

1.70 

1-55 

1.80 

1.70 

1.55 

10 

6 

34.00 

31.00 

36.00 

34.00 

31.00 

P  1  R 

8 

R 

43.00 

40.00 

79 

Ind . 

28.25 

33-00 

29.25 

30.25 

l4 

28 

30 

28 

2.00 

2.30 

2.25 

2.05 

33.06 
38.25 
36. 08 
35.62 

in . 

87 

94 

86 

11 

12 

11 

10 

10 

46.00 

45.OO 

41.00 

Mich. . 

Wis . 

38 

9  . 

E.N.C _ 

388 

171 

29.75 

125 

42.07 

1.67 

50 

33-42 

2.17 

42 

43-40 

35.67 

104 

104 

54 

54 

45 

17 

11 

22 

26 

32.25 

33.50 

23.50 
29.75 

29.25 
25.00 

24.25 

20 

20 

16 

6 

44.00 

42.75 

31.50 
43.00 

41.50 

35.50 
35.50 

1.85 

1.85 

1.15 

1.60 

1.60 

1-35 

1.40 

24 

24 

20 

8 

5 

10 

12 

37-00 

37-00 

23  00 
32.00 
32.00 
27.00 
28.00 

2.55 

2-35 

1.45 

2.30 

2.10 

1.80 

1.90 

6 

51.00 

47.00 

29.00 

46.00 

36.69 
36.87 
25.19 

33.69 

32.85 

28.00 

28.00 

6 

Mo . 

86 

33 

21 

42 

90 

R 

N.  Dak . 

2 

S. Dak.  •  •  •  • 

4 

8 

9 

1 

2 

42.00 

36.OO 

38.00 

Kans . 

3 

W.N.C.  •• 

440 

229 

28.89 

83 

39.36 

1.58 

103 

31-63 

2.11 

25 

42.12 

32.26 

Del . 

q 

2 

25.00 

27.50 

21.50 
22.25 

17  75 
12-75 
12.25 
17.25 

4 

38.00 
IQ  RO 

1.60 

I.50 

1.10 

I.05 

•95 
.60 
•  70 
.85 

1 

32.00 

30.00 

22.00 

21.00 

19.00 

12.00 

14.00 

17.00 

2.10 

2 

42.00 

35-33 

34.99 

27.03 

27.49 

22.29 

15.87 

15-96 

22.90 

Md  . 

45 

84 

11 

21 

7 

18 

33 

10 

38 

44 

60 

22 

7 

1-95 
1.50 
1.50 
1.20 
.85 
•  90 

1.25 

Q 

39-00 

30.00 

30.00 

24.00 

17.00 

18.00 

Va . 

30.75 
32.25 
25  50 

18- 75 
18.00 
27-50 

12 

4 

18 

W.  Va . 

27 

98 
112 
155 
.  56 

6 

N.  C .  • 

24 

28 

39 

14 

15 

17 

23 

8 

21 

23 

33 

12 

s.c . 

Ga . 

PI  a . 

25.00 

S.A . 

586 

146 

16.86 

229 

24.80 

.88 

87 

17.67 

1.19 

124 

23.74 

21.54 

Ky . 

51 

81 

64 

89 

12 

19 

15 

20 

21.00 

17.00 

13-75 

14.00 

16 

25 

20 

28 

29.25 

24.50 

19.50 
20.00 

1.00 

.80 

•65 

•70 

R 

20.00 

1.30 

1.05 

•  90 

•  95 

18 

26.00 

25.25 

20.65 

17.00 

17.69 

g 

16.00 

13  00 
14.00 

29 

23 

32 

21.00 

Ala.  ...... 

Miss . 

6 

9 

18.00 

19.00 

S.  C •  •  -  #  • 

285 

66 

16.08 

89 

22.81 

•77 

28 

15.43 

1.03 

102 

20.58 

19.73 

Ark . . 

79 

115 

76 

268 

16 

16.00 

25 

37 

24 

86 

23.25 

22.75 

30.00 

30.00 

.  80 

g 

16.00 

1.05 

1.10 

30 

44 

21.00 

20  19 
20.32 
27.06 
25-89 

La . . 

23 

15 

53 

15.25 

20.75 

21.00 

.80 

1.15 

1.10 

11 

g 

16.00 

23.00 

22.00 

22.00 

1.45 

1.30 

29 

102 

29.00 

26.00 

Tex . 

27 

w.s.c. ... 

538 

107 

18.98 

172 

27-46 

1.00 

54 

20.04 

1.24 

205 

24.83 

24.03 

Mont . 

40 

25 

16 

10 

24 

20 

21 

39.50 

40.50 
37-00 
xn  7 s 

5 

55-75 

55.50 
54.00 

46.25 

50.50 

52.25 
59.00 

53.25 

2.05 
2.00 
1.70 
1.50 
1  35 
1.45 
2.20 

6 

41.00 

2.70 

2.55 

2.30 

2.10 

4 

54.00 

51.00 

46.00 

43.21 

43.06 

39.88 

33-78 

31-69 

39.27 

46.62 

25 

l6 

39 

32 

33 

20 

3 

2 

4 

40.00 

34.00 

30.00 

27.00 

29.00 

44.00 

2 

2 

2 

,r 

6 

4 

42.00 

N.  Mex . 

Ariz . 

28.75 

39.00 

44.50 

38.00 

u 

4 

4 

5 

R 

1.70 

2.05 

2.60 

3 

3 

34.00 

41.00 

Utah  . 

13 

3 

2 

3 

1 

2 

52.00 

44.00 

Nev . 

4 

1.90 

38.00 

2.20 

38.00 

: 

ut .  one 

132 

36.59 

25 

52.54 

1.72 

32 

34.50 

2.27 

20 

^5.35 

39-02 

44 

18 

40.75 

37.50 

47.25 

12 

10 

49 

57.00 

54.75 

72.00 

1-95 

1-95 

2.05 

3 

39-00 

39-00 

41.00 

2.75 

2.50 

2.85 

11 

55.00 

50.00 

57.00 

48.62 

35 

176 

14 

71 

1 

3 

45.41 

55.97 

Calif . 

14 

42 

255 

103 

44.79 

71 

67.04 

2.02 

20 

40.40 

2-79 

6l 

55-72 

53.25 

U.  Se  •  •  •  • 

3.022 

1,084 

28.28 

914 

36.13 

1-35 

400 

27.04 

1-57 

624 

31.37 

31.13 

JL/ Day  rate  multiplied  by  20. 
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reported  sample  can  be  expected  to  display  its  greatest  efficiency.  Tables 
4  to  8  indicate  that  .the  average  of  reported  figures  are  comparatively  free 
of  serious  sampling  errors.  Although  this  does  not  guarantee  that  these  aver¬ 
ages  reflect  the  actual  level  of  wage  rates  paid  in  a  given  State,  any  tend¬ 
ency  toward  overstatement  or  understatement  doubtless  persists  from  inquiry 
to  inquiry,  as  the  schedules  are  sent  to  the  same  list0  quarter  after  quarter 
and  the  information  has  been  obtained  in  almost  exactly  the  same  way  for  many 
years.  Whatever  the  bias  or  selectivity,  it  is  inherent  in  the  reported  fig¬ 
ures  for  any  given  State;  therefore,  it  tends  to  be  more  or  less  constant. 
Unfortunately,  no*  statistical  analyses  of  the  errors  of  the  difference  between 
the  means  of  sample  data  for  the  same  State  on  different  dates  are  available 
at  the  present  time.  It  is  believed,  however,  that  the  estimating  procedure 
followed  in  rounding  daily  rate  indications  to  multiples  of  5  cents  and  month¬ 
ly  rates  to  quarters  of  a  dollar  is,  in  most  cases,  sufficiently  broad  to 
guarantee  that  the  seasonal  and  annual  differences  published  for  most  States 
are  significant. 


Differences  in  the  general  level  of  wage  rates  as  between  States  or 
regions  on  any  one  specific  date  are  also  believed  to  be  significant  in  a 
majority  of  cases.  A  few  analyses  of  errors  of  the  difference  between  stand¬ 
ard  wage  rates  in  Pennsylvania  and  Oklahoma  are  presented  in  table  9  of  the 
Appendix,  together  with  an  analysis  of  the  error  of  the  difference  between 
cotton-picking  rates  in  South  Carolina,  and  Texas.  The  average  of  reported 
day  rates  without  board,  for  example,  was  about  $2.30  in  Pennsylvania  on 
October  1,  1939,  as  compared  with  $1,45  in  Oklahoma,  or  a  difference  of  85 
cents.  Statistical  computations  indicate,  however,  that  the  probable  error 
of  this  difference  was  only  about  2  cents  which  suggests  that  if  another  set 
of  samples  with  a  much  larger  number  of  reports  had  been  collected  at  the 


same  time  and  in  the  same  way  in  Pennsylvania  and  Oklahoma,  the  chances  are 
one  to  one  that  the  difference  between  the  averages  of  these  samples  would 
not  have  been  less  than  83  or  more  than  87  cents.  Furthermore,  the  chances 
are  ninety-nine  to  one  that  the  difference  between  the  average  of  similar 
Pennsylvania  and  Oklahoma  samples  for  that  date  would  not  have  departed  more 
than  8  cents  either  way  from  the  85  cents  actually  reported.  Since  the  actu¬ 
al  difference  between  the  rates  reported  for  these  two  States  was  many  times 
that  of  the  error  of  thb  difference,  there  is  no  question  as  to  its  statis¬ 
tical  significance. 


In  the  case  of  the  cotton-picking  rates,  the  actual  difference  between 
the  average  of  rates  reported  for  South  Carolina  and.  Texas  7/as  only  about  3 
cents  per  100  pounds  of  seed  cotton  in  1929.  Nevertheless,  a  sufficiently 
large  number  of  reports  was  tabulated  to  restrict  the  probable  error  of  this 
difference  to  a  little  over  one-fifth  of  a  cent.  In  consequence ,  the  con¬ 
clusion  can  safely  be  drawn  that  even  small  differences,  between  the  level 
of  piece-work  rates  for  picking  seed  cotton  in  individual  States,  are  re¬ 
flected  in  the  averages  of  reported  ra.tes. 


b  - 


t 


Cash  Tag: 


Rrter  Versus  Reel  Vases 


The  information  collected  by  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  re¬ 
garding  wa.e  rates  paid  to  hired  f*-rn  labor  cannot  be  interpreted  as  an  ap¬ 
proximation  of  the  level  of  re-1  wages  of  hired,  farm  labor.  The  real  wages 
of  hired  far"1  labor  are  determined  by  several  factors,  sene  of  the  more  im¬ 
portant  of  7/hich  are  (l)  the  purchasing  power  of  cash  "’ages,  (2)  the  value 
of  the  perquisites  received  in  addition  to  cash  pa  id  farm  workers,  (r7>)  the 
length  of  tine  the  workers  remain  on  the  pay  roll,  and  (4)  their  income  from 
off-the-farm  activities.  The  cash  wage  rate  data  collected,  together  with 
information  assembled  on  prices  of  farm  products  and  local  market  prices  of 
articles  bought  for  farm  family  maintenance,  do  furnish  the  tvpe  of  material 
from  which  a  fairly  reliable  determination  of  the  changes  in  real  wages  over 
a  period  of  time  can  be  made.  However,  information  is  not  now  available  on 
wage  rates  for  piece  work,  oth^r  than  for  picking  cotton,  and  on  regional 
variations  in  the  number  of  days  worked,  to  permit  reliable  approximations 
to  geographic  differences  in  the  real  wages  of  people  w -rking  on  farms. 


One  indie  t-ion  of  change  in  the  purchasing  po^er 
can  be  obtained  from  the  ratio  of  cash  farm  wage  rates 


of 

to 


cash  wage  rates 
the  index  of  local 


market  prices  paid  b>  farmers  for  commodities  used  for  family  maintenance . 
Table  10  of  the  Appendix  shows  the  national  series  of  cash  wage  rates  per 
day  and  per  month  without  board,  the  index  of  retail  prices  paid  by  farmers 
for  family  maintenance,  and  cash  wage  rates  adjusted  for  changes  in  prices 
of  these  consumer  goods,  for  the  period  1910  to  date. 


Wage  rates  generally  rise  more  slowly  that  the  cost  of  living.  Rur- 
thernore,  changes  in  wage  rates  usually  lag  behind  pri ne  changes,  and  espe¬ 
cially  so  when  there  is  a  declining  price  trend.  Real  -rages,  as  indicated 
by  the  adjusted  farm  wage  rate  series  in  figure  1  and  table  10  for  the  period 
from  1910  to  date,  show  a  substantially  different  pattern  for  the  monthly 
workers  as  compared  with  the  daily  workers .  Although  both  series  show  rel¬ 
atively  wide  variations  during  the  last  three  decades,  there  has  been  no 
evidence  of  a  trend  in  the  adjusted  monthly  rates  whereas  the  trend  in  ad¬ 
justed  daily  rates  has  been  decidedly  downward.  Apparently  the  need  for 
reliable  year-round  and  crop-season  laborers  for  the  operation  of  the  modern 
mechanized  farm  plant  has  helped  to  maintain  the  purchasing  poT-er  of  wage 
rates  paid  to  men  hired  bv  the  month  without  board  whereas  'the  pressure  ~f 
the  increased  supply  of  available  workers  has  tended  to  depress  the  real 
wage  rates  for  day  workers. 


Both  series  of  real  irra.ge  rates  reached  a  pre-war  peak  in  1913  and  then 
declined  sharpie  for  the  next  3  ye^rs  under  the  pressure  of  advancing  living 
costs.  The  real  wage  indicated  for  monthly  workers  then  advanced  irregular¬ 
ly  Until  1930,  but  did  not  equal  the  1913  level  iintil  1903.  The  real  wage 
indicated  for  workers  hired  by  the  day,  on  the  oth^-r  hand,  advanced  sharply 
after  1916,  passed  the  1913  level  and  established  its  post-war  peak  in  1920 
as  war-tine  demands  absorbed  most  of  the  floating  labor  s ipoly.  The  real 
wage  of  dry  workers,  however,  dropped  sharply  in  the  following  year,  then 
staged  a  partial  recovery  from  1922  to  1924,  and  showed  a  very  slight  down¬ 
ward  trend  during  the  next  6  ye-:rs.  The  purchasing  power  of  both  monthly 


•—  9  «• 


and  daily  wage  rates  without  hoard  dropped  precipitately  from  1931  to  1933, 
and  remained  at  depression  levels  in  1934  but  .regained  a  part  of  these 
losses  from  1935  to  date. 


These  adjusted  wa*e  rate  series  d-r 
of  changer  in  the  real  wages  of  all  far" 


not  furnish . a  precise  indication 
laborers  over  tine  inasmuch  as 


they  apply  merely  to  those  receiving  cash  rates  without  board.  In  general, 
however ,  the  difference  between  rates  with  and  without  b^erd  is  a  fairly 
reliable  index  of  the  cash  value  of  board  and  lodging  given  workers  hired 
on  a  "with  board"  basis.  Nevertheless,  no  allowance’  is  made  for  changes  in 
the  amount  and  real  value  of  other,  perquisites  furnished  noncasual  workers. 

In  some  cases  these  workers  are  provided  housing  facilities,  fuel,  space 
for  a  garden  and/or  food  products  from  the  farm  and  the  use  of  the  operator's 
tools  and  vehicles.  Casual  workers  are  quite  frequently  provided  either 
shelter  or  transportation  to  and  from  work. 


The  real  values  of  these  miscellaneous  items  furnished  hired  workers  is 
most  difficult  to  determine  currently.  P  comprehensive  survey  of  the  cash 
value  of  these  and  other  perquisites  has  not  been  made  since  1926.7/  On  the 
basis  of  changes  in  average  prices  received  b'-'  farmers  for  sales  of  various 
commodities  furnished  as  perquisites,  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  ScononicsS/ 
has  prepared  annual  estimates  of  the  total  cost  to  farmers  of  perquisites 
other  than  board  and  lodging  during  the  period  1909.  -to  1938.  Information 
as  to  the  annual  changes-  in  the  quantity  of  the  various  perquisities  sup¬ 
plied  hired  workers  is  not  available,  however,  V  supply  and  indication  of 
the  effect  of  these  quantitative  factors  on  changes,  in  the  real  wage  rates. 

No  current  indication  of  geographic  differences  in  the  amount  and 
value  of  perquisites  given  hired  farm  workers  is  available  other  than  the 
reported  differences  by  States  between  rates  with  and  without  board.  This 
indication  does  not  provide  a  representative  index. of  the  total  value  of 
perquisites  in  California,  Arizona,  and  other  States  where  a  large  propor¬ 


tion  of  the  workers  employed,  in 


O  J  it- 


harvesting  of  fruit  and  truck  crops  are 


hired  on  a  piecework  basis.  The  estimation  of  the  real  daily  earnings  of 
these  pieceworkers  is  a  complex  problem  that  would  necessitate  comprehensive 
annual  field  surveys  to  determine  the  kind  and  quantity  of  perquisites  given 
these  people  in  addition  to  cash  wages T  Facilities  now  available  to  the 
Department  for  the  current  collection  .of  statistics  on  farm  labor  do  not 
even  permit  extensive  annual  mailed  inquiries  regarding  cash  wage  rates  paid 
pieceworkers  and,  with  present  budgetary  limitations,  current  investigation 
of  the  non-nonetary  phase  of  their  compensation  is.  not  possible. 


7/ See  footnote  6/,  p.4. 

8/Grove,  E.1?T.  ,  The  Cost  Of  Hired  Farm  Labor, 
Reports  on  Income  Parity  for  Agriculture,  p.12. 
(Multilithed ) 
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Table  4.-  Farm  wage  rates,  by  the  month  with  board:  Selected  illustrations 
of  size  of  sample,  measures  of  dispersion,  and  probable  errors 


Average 

Stand- 

Coef- 

Probable* 

Rela- 

Four 

Number 

rate 

ard 

f icent 

error  * 

tive 

times 

State,  date 

of 

(arith- 

devia- 

of 

of  the  : 

prob- 

rela- 

and  district 

re- 

metic 

ticn  of 

var  i  a*- 

average  ; 

able 

tive 

norts 

mean) 

reports 

bilitv 

rate  or  5 

error 

probable 

me  fan  ’ 

error  1/ 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pet. 

Pol . 

Pet. 

Pot. 

Maine; Oct , 1 , 1939,  by 

crop-rep tg.dists : 

1 

26 

36.25 

7.46 

19.5 

0.987 

2.58 

10.32 

2 

38 

30.25 

6.58 

21.8 

.720 

2.38 

9.52 

3 

34 

30.15 

4.45 

14.8 

.  515 

1.71 

6.84 

State 

98 

32 . 35 

7.15 

22.1 

.487 

1.51 

6.04 

N.Y. 

July  1,  1926 

341 

51.05 

8.40 

16 . 5 

.306 

.60 

2.40 

N.  J. 

Oct.  1,  1925 

62 

46.94 

9.10 

19.4 

.89 

1.89 

7.56 

Jan.  1,  122 S 

57 

45.53 

10.10 

22.2 

.91 

2.00 

3.00 

Apr.  1.-1925 

41 

48 . 78 

12.45 

19.0 

1.36 

2.80 

11.20 

July  1,  1926 

50 

50 . 50 

10.35 

20.5 

.99 

1.96 

7.80 

Pa;  Oct . 1 ,  1939,  by 

crorj-rptg.  dists ; 

1 

92 

26.10 

6.11 

23.4 

.  .430 

1.65 

6.60 

2 

74 

26.60 

5.68 

21.2 

.445 

1.66 

6.64 

r7 

37 

27.30 

7,58 

27.8 

.842 

3.08 

12 . 32 

4 

50 

26 . 50 

5.45 

20.6 

.520 

1.96 

7.84 

88 

25.10 

5.26 

21.0 

.389 

1.55 

6.20 

r* 

b 

30 

25.35 

6.94 

26 . 3 

.  854 

3 . 24 

12.96 

7 

36 

25.40 

5.05 

19.9 

.568 

2.24 

8.96 

8 

73 

25.25 

5.48 

21.7 

.432  ' 

1.71 

6.84 

S 

103 

29.70 

7.17 

24.1 

.477 

1.61 

6.44 

State 

578 

26 . 57 

6 . 34 

p  V  q 

.178 

.67 

2.68 

Ohio ; Oct . 1 , 1939 ,by 

crop  rptg. dists: 

1 

69 

29.20 

5 . 62 

19.2 

.456 

1.56 

6.24 

2 

76 

28.75 

5.80 

20.2 

AA  Q 

•  — 

1 . 56 

6.24 

3 

79 

P  ’7  Q  ^ 

4.60 

16.5 

.  349 

1.25 

5.00 

4 

65 

26.00 

4.82 

18.5 

.403 

1.55 

6.20 

5 

57 

26 . 30 

4.25 

16.2 

.380 

1.44 

5.76 

6 

38 

25.40 

6.11 

24.1 

.  669 

2.63 

10 . 52 

7 

36 

■26.95 

6.73 

25.0 

.736 

2.73 

10.92 

o 

tj 

37 

22 . 05 

4.71 

21.4 

.522 

2.37 

9.48 

State 

480 

27.00 

5 . 57 

20.6 

.171 

.63 

2 . 52 

Mich; Oct. 1,1939, by 

crop  rptg.dists: 

1 

27 

29 . 02 

4.68 

16.1 

.337 

1.16 

4.64 

2 

30 

32 . 34 

4.05 

12.5 

.498 

1 . 54 

6.16 

46 

30 . 18 

4.22 

14.0 

.419 

1 . 39 

5. 56 

6 

37 

32 . 52 

4.71 

14.5 

r  r 7 

.  5a  3 

1.61 

6.43 

7 

50 

27.80 

5.57 

20.4 

.541 

1.94 

7.78 

8 

64 

30.58 

5.20 

17.0 

.438 

1.43 

5.73 

9 

58 

31.28 

6.98 

22.3 

.613 

1.98 

7. 90___ 

State 

35'3 

29.81 

5 . 56 

18.6 

.200 

.  669 

2.68 
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Table  4.-  Farm  wage  rates,  "by  the  month  with  "board:  Selected  illustrations 
of  size  of  sample,  measures  of  dispersion,  and  pr oh able  errors-Continued 


State,  date, 
and  district 

Number 

of 

re-  . 
ports 

Average 
rate 
( ar  i  th- 
metic 
mean) . 

’ Stand¬ 
ard 
devia¬ 
tion  of 
reports 

Coef¬ 
ficient 
of  . 
var i a- 
bility 

Probable 
error  of 
the  av¬ 
erage 

rate. or 
_mean _ 

Kela- 

tive 

prob¬ 

able 

error 

Four 

times 

relative 

prob¬ 

able 

error!/ 

Dol . ' 

Dol. ' 

Pet.' 

Dol. 

Pet . 

Pet . 

Va;. 

Jan. 1 , 1926 

243 

28.48 

6.30 

22.1 

0.270 

0.950 

3.80 

Apr . 1 , 1926 

226 

■  29.41 

6.39 

•  21.7 

.290 

.940 

3.76 

July  1,1926 

188 

29.18 

6 . 34 

21.7 

.310 

1.060 

4.24 

N.  C."  Oct  .1, 1939  ,  by 

crop  rptg.dists: 

2 

33 

18.92 

4.26 

22.5 

.500 

2.64 

10.56 

3 

51 

17.66 

4.20 

23.8 

.397 

2.25 

9.00 

5 

32 

-u 

00 

3.42 

19.7 

.407 

2 . 34 

.  9.36 

8 

37 

17.34 

5 . 60 

32.3 

.  620 

3.58 

14.32 

9 

.  27 

17.68 

3.55 

20.1 

.461 

2.61 

10..  44 

State 

245 

17.28 

4.60 

26 . 6 

.198 

1.15 

—4.5.60 

Ala;  Oct. 1,1939,  by 

crop-rptg.dist s : 

*  1 

25 

15.64 

2.84 

13.2 

.383 

2.45 

9.80 

2 

34 

"IS  go 

2.54 

16.3 

.294 

1.88 

7.52 

2a 

28 

•  14.82 

3.25 

22.0 

.414 

2.80 

11.20 

3 

26 

1  O  •  1 D 

3.07 

20.2 

.406 

2.67 

10.68 

6 

37 

11.32 

1.96 

17.3 

.217 

1.92 

7.68 

9 

29 

12.48 

3.13 

25.0 

.  392 

3.14 

12.56 

State 

_  !33  . 

14-AL7  . 

3 . 58_ 

.  2  5jl3_ 

_.  158 

_1_. 12 

4,43 

Okla; Oct . 1 , 1939  ,by 

crop-rptg.dists : 

1 

37 

24.73 

5.54 

22.4 

.  614 

2.43 

9.92 

49 

24.80 

4 . 79 

19.3 

.461 

1.86 

7.44 

3 

39 

21 . 03 

4.85 

23.1 

.525 

2.50 

10.00 

'4 

54 

20.97 

4.60 

21.9 

.422 

2.01 

8.08 

o- 

75 

19.73 

5.11 

25.9 

.  398 

2.02 

8.04 

6 

25 

17.50 

3.61 

20.6 

.486 

2 . 78 

11.12 

7 

33 

21.36 

5.15 

24.1 

.505 

2.83 

11.32 

8 

51 

18.68 

3.78 

20.2 

.359 

1.91 

7.64 

State 

379 

■  20.83 

5 . 34 

25 . 7 

.185 

.88° 

3 . 56 

Utah: 

Oct . 1 ,  1939 

46 

43.90 

7.44 

16.9 

.740 

1.69 

6.76 

_ 

l/The  "probabilities  are  99  out  of  100  th"t  the  average  rate  of  a  much 
larger  sample  collected  in  the  same  way  and  at  the  same  time  would  not  vary 
from  this  average  rate  by  more  than  4  times  the  probable  error. 
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T,able  5.-  Farm  wage  rate's,  "by  the- month,  without  board:  Selected  illustrations 
.of  size  of  sample,  measures  of  dispersion,  and  a rob  able  errors 


State,  date,' 
and  district 

Number 

of 

re¬ 

ports 

Average 

rate. 

( ar i th¬ 
ine  tic. 
mean) 

Stand¬ 
ard 
devia¬ 
tion  .of 
reports 

Coef- 
f icient 
of 

var  ina¬ 
bility 

:  Prob'-ble: 

: error  of: 

:  the  aver-! 
:age  rate: 

:  o  r  mean  : 

•  • 

•  • 

Rela¬ 

tive 

prob¬ 

able 

error 

:  Four 
:  times 
:  rela- 
:  tive 
Jurobable 
: error  i/ 

Pol. 

Pol. 

Pet. 

Pol. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Iv[aine;  Oct .  1  ,<1939  ,by 

crop-rptg.  di-sts: 

2 

28 

47,30 

5.11 

10.8 

0.651 

1.38 

5.52 

3 

25 

49 . 60 

7.06 

14;  2 

.952 

1.92 

7.68 

State 

74 

50.00 

10.00 

20.0 

.784 

1.57 

6 . 28 

N.Y: 

July  1,  1926' 

N.  J: 

265 

70.85 

12 . 10 

17.1 

.504 

.71 

2.84 

Oct.  1,  1925 

57 

72.72 

10.55 

14.5 

.940 

1.28 

5.12 

Jan.  1,  1926 

54 

70.18 

13.75 

19.6 

1.260 

1.79 

7.16 

Aar.  1,  1926 

'  39 

72 . 56 

13.85 

19.0 

1 . 490 

2.05 

8.20 

July  1,  1926- 
Pa;  Oct. 1,1939,  by 

49 

76.02 

10.20 

13.4 

.980 

1.28 

5.12 

crop-ratg.dists: 

• 

1 

■  58 

42.05 

11.18 

26 . 6 

.990 

2.35 

9.40 

2 

54 

41.40 

9.54 

23.0 

.877 

2.12 

8.48 

3 

28 

41.95 

10.12 

24.1 

1.290 

7.08 

12.32 

4 

•  30 

41.50 

7.76 

13.7 

.956 

2.30 

9.20 

5 

61 

38 . 50 

8.51 

22.1 

.735 

1.91 

7.64 

6 

25 

42 . 40 

8.96 

21.1 

1.209 

2.85 

11.40 

7 

27 

38 . 55 

8.59 

22.3 

1.115 

2.89 

11.56 

8 

49 

38 . 05 

7.34 

19.3 

.707 

1.86 

7.44 

g 

81 

45-75 

9.88 

21.6 

.740 

1.62 

6.48 

State 

413 

41.44 

9.64 

23.3 

.720 

.77 

3.08 

Ohio;  Oct .1 , 1939 , by 

crop-rptg.dists : 

1 

56 

41.45 

8.05 

19.4 

.726 

1.75 

7.00 

2 

A/'.- 

42.15 

6 . 78 

16.1 

.689 

1.63 

6 . 52 

3 

55 

45.75 

8.06 

■  17.6 

.  733 

1.60 

6.40 

L. t 

.  53 

37 . 90 

6.37 

17.9 

.621 

1 . 64 

6.56 

•'•N 
•-  J 

61 

37 . 70 

5.24 

13.9 

.453 

1.20 

4.80 

6 

26 

37.90 

8,23 

21.7 

1.088 

2.87 

11.48 

7 

35 

38 . 55 

8 . 06 

20.9 

.919 

2 . 38 

o  a? 

9 

25 

33.20 

8.11 

24 . 4 

1.094 

3.30 

13.20 

State 

376 

39.55 

7.98 

20.2 

.277 

.70 

2.80 

Mich;  Oct .1 ,1939, by 

crop-rptg.dists: 

U 

27 

42 . 54 

6 . 56 

15.4 

,851 

2.00 

8.00 

7 

37 

42.80 

8.27 

19.3 

.917 

2.14 

8.57 

8 

46 

41 . 70 

5.22 

~\  f~~-.  r— 

U-  •  <4 

.519 

1.24 

4.85 

9 

35 

45.78 

10 . 06 

22.0 

1.147 

2.50 

10. 02  _ 

State 

224 

43.36 

8.16 

18.8 

.  368 

.85 

3.39 

Continued 
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Table  5. -Farm  Wage  rates,  by  the  month,  without  board:  Selected  illustrations 
of  size  of  sample,  measures  of  dispersion,  and  probable  errors-Continued 


State,  date', 
and  district 

Number 

of 

•  re¬ 
ports 

Average 

rate 

(arith¬ 

metic 

mean) 

Stand¬ 
ard’ 
devia¬ 
tion  of 
rero’rt  s 

Coef¬ 

ficient 

of' 

var i a - 
bili ty 

:  Probable 
:  error 

:of  the 
: average 
: rate  or 
:  mean 

Rela¬ 

tive 

prob¬ 

able 

error 

:  Four 
:  times 
:  rela- 
:  tive 
:probrble 
: error  l/ 

• 

Dol. 

Dol . 

Pet. 

Pol. 

Pet . 

Pet. 

Vaj 

Jan. 1 ,  1926 

243 

40.45 

8.66 

21.4 

0.370 

0.91 

3.64 

Apr.l,  1926 

*  225 

40.64 

8.46 

20.8 

.380 

.94 

3.76 

July  1,1926' 

'  187 

42.74 

8 . 37 

19.6 

.410 

.96 

3.84 

N.C.;  Oct . 1 ,  1939 

* 

by  crop-rptg.dists: 

• 

2  - 

28 

26 .93 

6.09 

22.5 

.776 

2.88 

11.53 

3 

49 

25.05 

5.99 

23.9 

.577 

2.30 

9'.22- 

R 

t_y 

-  29 

26.81 

4,94 

18.4 

.618 

2.31 

9.24 

8 

35 

23.84 

4.86 

20.4 

.554 

2.32 

9.28 

9 

32 

25.78 

4.67 

18 . 1 

.  556  ■ 

2.16 

8.64 

State 

234 

25.97 

5.18 

19.9 

.228  • 

.88 

3.52 

Ala.;  Oct. 1,19 39, by 

crop  rptg.d'ists: 

2 

35 

22.40 

3.72 

16.6 

.424 

1.89 

7.57 

2- A 

26 

21.30 

3.84 

18 , 0 

.508 

2 . 38 

9.54 

3 

25 

22 . 30 

3.93 

17.6 

.  530 

2.38 

9.51 

6 

35 

16.60 

3.19 

19.2 

.364 

2.19 

8.77 

9 

30 

17.80 

4 . 35 

24.4 

.  536 

3.01 

12.04 

State 

233 

19.97 

4.78 

23.9 

.211 

1.06 

4.24 

Okla. ; Oct. 1,1939, by 

crop-rpbg. dists : 

1 

27 

36.67 

7.07 

19.3 

.  c18 

2 . 50 

10 . 01 

o 

38 

35.66 

6.27 

17.6 

.687 

"1  Qr* 

A-  *  U 

7.70 

rj 

3 

35 

29 . 64 

5.77 

19.5 

.  658 

2.22 

8 . 87 

4 

44 

30.91 

6,83 

09  1 

«  _L 

.694 

2.25 

8.99 

74 

29.46 

r*  r<  pi 

b .  oy 

22.7 

.  525 

1.78 

7.13 

6 

26 

25.10 

5 . 30 

21.1 

.701 

O  7Q 

4-'  •  i  w 

11.18 

7 

41 

31.22 

6 . 35 

20 . 3 

.669 

2.14 

8.57 

8 

46 

27.07 

■  4.24 

15.7  ' 

.422 

1.56 

6.24 

State 

346 

30.20 

7 . 03 

23.3 

.255 

.84 

3.38 

Utah; 

Oct,  1,  1939 

51 

58.90 

11,93 

20.3 

1.127 

1.92 

7.58 

_ 

_l/The  probabilities  are  99  out  of  100  that  the  average  rate  of  a  much 
larger  sample  collected  in  the  same  way  and  at  the  same  time  would  not  vary 
from  this  average  rate  by  more  than  4  times  the  probable  error. 
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Table  6.-  Farm  wage  rates,  by  the  day,  with  board:  Selected  illustrations 
of  size  of  sample,  measures  of  dispersion,  and  probable  errors, 


*  Average 

Stand- 

Coef- 

Probable 

Rela- 

:  Four 

' 

Number 

*  rate 

ard: 

f icient 

error 

ti  ve 

:  times 

State,  date,-’ 

of 

' (arith- 

devia- 

of- 

of  the 

prob- 

:  rela- 

and  district 

re- 

*  metic 

tion  of 

varia- 

average 

able 

:  t  i  ve 

t 

ports 

*  mean) 

reports 

bility 

rate 

error 

: probable 

mean 

: errori/ 

Pol'. 

Dor. 

Pet . 

Dol . 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Maine ; Oct .1,1939, 

by 

. 

crop-rptg. dists : 

2 

37 

1.64 

-0.41 

■  25.2 

0..046 

2.80 

.  11.20 

3 

■  43 

■  1.65 

•  .49 

.  pa  ^ 

.050 

3.04 

.  12.16 

State 

1D1 

1.72 

'  .52 

30.4 

.;035 

2.04 

8.16 

N.J: 

f 

Oct.  1,  1925 

54 

2.63 

.55 

20.9 

.‘050 

1  .'91 

7.64 

Jan.  1,  1926 

40 

2.59 

.52 

20 . 7 

,*055 

'2.10 

8.40 

Apr.  1,  1926 

30 

2.62 

.60 

23.2 

,075 

2.80 

11.20 

July  1,  1925 

36 

2.83 

.56 

19.6 

.061 

2.14 

8.56 

Pa.;  Oct. 1,1939, 

by 

crop-rptg. dists : 

1 

78 

1.62 

.51 

31.4 

.039 

2.40 

9.60 

2 

64 

1.63 

.41 

24.9 

.034 

2.10 

8.40 

3 

27 

1 . 74 

.50 

28.6 

.065 

3.71 

14.84 

4 

49 

■  1.50 

.32 

21.8 

;  031 

2.09 

8.36 

5 

94 

•  1.66 

.38 

22.7 

;  026 

1.58 

6.32 

*  n 

Q 

33 

1.72 

.34 

19.5 

.03Q 

2.29 

9.16 

ri 

( 

30 

1.66 

.41 

24.7 

.050 

3.04 

12.16 

8 

83 

1.89 

.44 

pp  ^ 

.033 

1.74 

6.96 

9 

_1_02_ 

1.98 

A.Q 

•  - 

24.8 

,  033  . 

1.66 

6.64 

State 

560 

1.74 

.47 

26.9 

.013 

.81 

3,24 

Ohio; Oct .1,1939, 

by 

crop-rptg. dists : 

1 

71 

1.92 

.38 

19.8 

.030 

1.58 

6.32 

2 

66 

1.60 

■  .38 

23.5 

.031 

-L  •  «-■  O 

7.80 

3 

76 

1.75 

..  .43 

24 . 4 

.033 

1.89 

7.56 

4 

79 

1.80 

.40 

OO 

oo  •  <0 

.030 

1.68 

6.72 

5 

55 

1.59 

"7Q 

•  * 

24.1 

:.  031 

1.93 

7.72 

6 

40 

1.49 

.59 

26.0 

..041 

2.78 

11.12 

7 

47 

1.73 

.34 

19.7 

• 

o 

CnJ 

1.94 

7.76 

8 

3o 

1.24 

.32 

25.6 

.036 

2.91 

11.64 

9 

56 

1 . 30 

.32 

24 . 3 

.028 

2.19 

8 . 76.  _ 

State 

525 

1.66 

.43 

26.1 

.012 

.75 

2".  99 

Mich. ; Oct . 1 , 1939 , 

by 

•  • 

crop-rptg. dists : 

2 

33 

1.54 

.29 

18.9 

.035 

2 . 30 

9.20 

5 

53 

1.75 

.34 

19.4 

.  031 

1.79 

7.16 

6 

35 

1.79 

.37 

20.4 

.042 

2 . 33 

9.32 

7 

50 

1 . 73 

.39 

22.7 

.037 

2.17 

8.68 

8 

79 

1.81 

.35 

19.3 

.027 

1.47 

5.88 

9 

59 

1.80 

.37 

20 . 6 

.033 

1.81 

7.24_ 

State 

370 

1.72 

.  36 

21.2 

.013 

.74 

2.97 

Continued 
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Table  6.-  Farm  wage  .rates,  by  the  day,  with  board:  Selected  illustrations 
of  size  of  sample,  measures  of  dispersion,  and  probable  errors-Gontinued 


;  i 

Number 

Average 
rate  • 

Stand¬ 

ard 

'Coef¬ 

ficient 

:Probable 

:  error 

Rela¬ 

tive 

prob¬ 

able 

error 

•  Four 
:  times 

State,  date, 

of  ‘ 

(arith- 

devia- 

of ' 

: of  the 

:  rel- 

and. district 

re- 

metic 

tion ’ of 

varia- 

: averate  • 

:  ative 

ports 

mean) 

reports 

bility 

irate  or 
:  me&n 

jprobable 
:  error!./ 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Pet. 

Dol. 

Pet. 

Pet . 

Va. ; 

Jan.  1,  1926 

300 

1.54 

0.38 

24.4 

0.015 

0.94 

3.76 

Apr.  1,  1926 

267 

1.50 

.33 

22.1 

.014  : 

.91 

3.64 

July  1,  1926 

’  195 

1.55 

.37 

23.9 

.018 

1.15 

4.60 

N.C'.jOct.l,  1939,  by 

crop-rptg.dists : 

1 

42 

1.07 

•  .17 

16 . 0 

.018 

1.60 

6.38 

2 

38 

1.05 

.20 

19.6 

.022 

2.13 

8 . 52 

3 

53 

.92 

.26 

28.6 

.024 

2.64 

10.56 

4  1 

39 

1.01 

.23 

■22.5 

.025 

2.43 

9.73 

5 

44 

•  .98 

.30 

.30.0 

.030 

3.06 

12.23 

8 

46 

.82 

.16 

19.9 

.016 

1.98 

7.92 

9 

37 

.89 

.21 

py  y 

.023 

2.58 

10.32 

S  t  at  e 

319 

.96 

.22 

22.8 

.008  ■ 

.86 

3.44- 

Ala.;  Oct . 1 , 1939 ,by 

crop-rptg.dists: 

1 

28 

.80 

.19 

i — l 

• 

02 

.024 

3.07 

12.28 

2 

30 

.76 

.18 

24 . 1 

.  n23 

2.96 

11.84 

2a 

26 

.72 

.22 

21.8 

.016 

2.88 

11.52 

3 

26 

.79 

.14 

17.1 

.018 

2.26 

9.04 

6 

39 

.  55 

.11 

20.1 

.012 

2.18 

8.72 

9 

25 

.59 

.16 

'28.1 

.022 

3.79 

15.16 

State 

!  w 

.70 

.20 

29 . 3 

;.  009 

1.30 

5.20 

Okla. ; Oct . 1 , 1939 ,by 

crop-rptg.dists : 

1 

54 

1 . 43 

.30 

21.0 

.028 

1.93 

7.72 

<d 

77 

1.42 

.35 

24 . 5 

.027 

1.88 

7.53 

3 

41 

1.01 

.21 

20.7 

.022 

2.17 

8.69 

4 

70  - 

1.22 

p— 

20.8 

.021 

1.67 

6.69 

5 

89 

1.04 

.28 

.  27.2 

.020 

1.94 

7.76 

6 

34 

.85 

.  .14 

16.0 

.015 

1.85 

7.39 

7 

51 

1.13 

.21 

18.7 

.020 

1.77 

7.08 

8 

50  ■ 

.96 

.18 

18.4 

.015 

1.60 

6.40 

State 

497 

1.14 

.32 

28.2 

: .  010 

.85 

3.42 

Utah: 

* 

Oct.  1,  1939 

60 

2.07 

.30 

14.5 

.026 

1 .25 

5.00 

JL/The  probabilities  are  99  out  of  .100  that  the  average  rate  of  a  much 
larger  sample  collected  in  the  same  way  and. at  the  same  time  would  not 
vary  from  this  average  rate  by  more  than  4  times  the  probable  error . 
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Table  7.-  Farm  wage  rates,  by  the  day,  without  board:  Selected  illustrations 
of  size  of  sample,  measures  of  dispersion,  and  probable  errors 


State,  date, 
and  district 

Numb  er 
of 

re¬ 

ports 

Average 

rate 

(arith¬ 

metic 

mean) 

Stand¬ 
ard  ' 
devia¬ 
tion  of 
reports 

Coef¬ 

ficient 

of 

varia¬ 

bility 

Probable: 
error  of : 

the  : 

average  : 
rate  or  : 

mean  : 

Rela¬ 

tive 

prob¬ 

able 

error 

;  Four 
:  times 

;  relar- 
:  tive 
jorobable 
; errorl/ 

Dol . 

Dol . 

Pet . 

Dol.: 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Maine; Oct . 1 , 1939 , by 

crop-rptg.dists : 

2 

.39 

2.21 

0.41 

18.5 

0 . 044 

2.00 

8.00 

3 

50 

2.28 

.34 

15.0 

.  03iC 

1.43 

5.72 

State 

110 

2.34 

.49 

20.9 

.031 

1.34 

5.36 

N.Y.  : 

July  1,  1926 

N.J.'j  . 

280 

3.80 

.64 

16.8 

.026 

.68 

2.72 

Oct.  1,  1925 

75 

3.61 

.63 

17.4 

.  049 

1.35 

5.40 

Jan.  1,  1926 

52 

3.52 

.  58 

16.3 

.054 

1.53 

6.12 

Apr.  1,  1926 

46 

3.48 

.67 

19.2 

.066 

1.89 

7.56 

July  1,  1926  ■ 

50 

3.66 

.50 

13.5 

.047 

1.28 

5.12 

Pa.;  Oct. 1,1939,  by 

crop-rptg.dists: 

1 

74 

2.19 

.53 

24.1 

.041 

1.89 

7.56 

2 

53 

2.33 

.64 

27.0 

.059 

2.50  . 

10.00 

3 

27 

2.29 

.58 

25.5 

.076 

3 .  -31 

13.24 

4 

32 

2.04 

.39 

18.9 

.060 

2.93 

11.72 

U 

76 

2.18 

.42 

19.4 

.  033 

1.50 

6.00 

6 

34 

2.24 

.40 

17.6 

.046 

2.04 

8.16 

•  7 

28 

2.01 

.39 

19.4 

.050 

2.47 

9.88 

•  8 

68 

2.36 

.42 

17.7 

.034 

1 . 45 

5.80 

9 

100 

2 . 26 

.41 

16.0 

.  028 

1.24 

4.96 

State 

492 

2.29 

.53 

23 . 0 

.016 

.70 

2.80 

Ohio;  Oct . 1 , 1939 ,by 

crop-rptg.dists : 

1 

67 

2.41 

.44 

18.3 

.036 

1.51 

6.04 

2 

64 

2 . 32 

.41 

17.9 

.035 

1.51 

6.04 

•  3 

62 

2.38 

.40 

16.7 

.034 

1.44 

5.76 

4 

67 

2.26 

.40 

17.6 

.  033 

1.45 

5.80 

5 

70 

2.07 

.48 

O  3?  r7 

oo  *  o 

.039 

1.79 

7.16 

6 

34 

2.03 

.44 

21.9 

.052 

2.54 

10.16 

7 

47 

2.18 

.36 

16.6 

.036 

1.63 

6 . 52 

•  8 

36 

1.65 

.40 

24.3 

.045 

2.73 

10. °2 

9 

41 

1.72 

.29 

16.9 

.031 

1.78 

7.12 

State 

488 

2.16 

.48 

20.0 

.014 

.67 

2.68 

Mich.;  Oct . 1 , 1939 ,by 

crop-rptg.dists: 

2 

28 

2.04 

.34 

16.6 

.043 

2.11 

8.44 

5 

39 

2;  19 

.36 

17.3 

.039 

1.79 

7.16 

7 

47 

2  .21 

.41 

IP  5 

.040 

1.82 

7.28 

8 

56 

2 . 33 

.39 

16.7 

.035 

1.51 

6.04 

9 

42 

2.26 

.39 

17.2 

.040 

1.79 

7.16 

State 

290 

2.24 

.44 

19.5 

.017 

.77 

3 . 10 

Continued 
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Table  7.-  Farm  wage  rates,  .by  the  day,  without  board:  Selected  illustrations 
of  size  of  sample,  measures  of  dispersion,  and  probable  errors- Continued 


State,  date 
and  district 

Number 

of 

re¬ 

ports 

'Average 
;  rate 
: (arith¬ 
metic 

’  mean) 

• 

• 

Stand¬ 

ard 

devia¬ 
tion  of 
reports 

Coef¬ 
ficient 
'  Of 
: varia¬ 
bility 
• 

Probable 

error 

of  the 
average 
rate  or 

mean 

Eel a-  . 
ti  ve 
prob- 
ab  1  e  . 

error 

Four 

times 

rela¬ 

tive 

probable 

error!/ 

Dol . 

Dol. 

Pet . 

Dol. 

Pet. 

Pet . 

Va. : 

Jan.  1,  1926 

300 

2.01 

0.434 

21  .'5 

0.017 

0.84 

3.36 

Apr.  1,  1926 

267 

2.00 

.409 

20.5 

.017 

.85  ; 

3.40  ' 

July  1 ,  1926  ' 

N.C.‘;  Oct. 1,1939, by 

195 

2 . 55 

.446 

17  .'5 

.022 

.84 

3.36 

cr  o'p-rp  tg .  di  s' t  s : 

1 

'37 

1 . 36 

.185 

13.6 

.020 

1/50  ; 

6.01 

2 

'31 

1.37 

.286 

20.8 

.035 

2.53 

10.12 

3 

62 

1.17 

.316 

27.0 

.027 

2 .31 

9.24 

4 

'46 

1.27 

21.2 

.027 

2.13 

8. 52 

5 

33 

1.29 

.251 

19.4 

.029 

2 .24 

8.96 

6 

'38 

1 . 12 

.174 

15/5 

.019 

1.69  ' 

6.76 

8 

'50 

1.06 

.164 

21.° 

.016 

1.46  ' 

5.84 

9 

56 

1.03 

.180 

i  7  5 

.016 

1.57 

6.28 

State 

353 

1.20 

.267 

r-\  o 

.010 

.80 

3.20 

Ala.;  Oct .1,193°, by 

cro'p-rptg.  dists: 

1 

29 

1.08 

.270 

24/9 

.034 

3/10 

12.40 

2  • 

'45 

1.04 

.195 

18.8 

.020 

1.90 

7.60 

2 -A 

31 

1.06 

.140 

13.2 

.017 

1.60 

6.40 

3 

32 

1.07 

.120 

11 . 3 

.014 

1.30 

5.20 

6 

41 

.78 

.193 

.7 

.020 

2  .'59 

10 . 36 

8 

25 

.81 

.121 

15.0 

.016 

2 . 02 

6.08 

9 

28 

.84 

.149 

17.6 

.019 

2.25 

9.00 

State 

236 

.94 

.223 

24.2 

.009 

.97 

3.88 

Okla. ; Oct . 1 , 1939 ,  by 

crop-rptg.dists : 

1 

32 

1 .88 

.359 

18/1 

.043 

2.28 

9.11 

r) 

'56 

1.82 

.419 

23.0 

.038 

2.07 

8.28 

3 

40 

1.40 

.  300 

21.5 

.032 

2/29 

9.16 

4 

64 

1.56 

rj  O 

♦  &c>  O 

20.9 

.027 

2.61 

10.45 

5 

101 

1.40 

.  352 

25.1 

.024 

1/69 

6.75 

6 

37 

1 .  I'l 

.189 

17/0 

.021 

1/88 

7.62 

7 

79 

1  .'53 

.303 

19.9 

.023 

1 . 51 

6 . 03 

8 

84 

1.23 

.197 

16.0 

.014 

1.18  ■ 

4.72 

9 

25 

1.06 

.245 

23.2 

.033 

3.13  ' 

12.52 

State 

518 

1.45 

.387 

26.7 

.011 

.79 

3.17 

Utah;  Oct. 1,1939, by 

cron-rptg. dists : 

1 

34 

2.64 

.408 

15.5 

.047 

1.79 

7.-16 

25 

2.36 

.381 

1-"  .-1 

.051 

2 . 18  . 

8.72 

State 

83 

2 . 54 

.429 

16/9 

.032 

1/25 

5.00 

l/The  probabilities  are  99  out  of  100  that  the  average  rate  of  a  much  larger 
sample  collected  in  the  sane  way  and  at  the  same  tine  would  not  vary  from  this 
average  rate  by  more  than  4  times  the  probable  error. 
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Exhibit  A 


Piece-work  wage 

rates  paid  hired 

workers  in 

1934 

For 

:  For 

:  For 

:  For 

:  For 

:For  cut-: 

For  Risking  corn_ 

■pickin 

g \ picking 

:  prckin-: 

: picking 

:pi eking 

jting  and: 

From  : 

From 

State 

apples 

:peaches 

:  pears 

:  grapes 

:  up 

:  shocking: 

standing  : 

shock 

per 

:  per 

:  per 

!  per 

:potntoes 

:  corn  per : 

stalk  : 

per  bu. 

bu . 

:  bu. 

:  bu. 

: 100  lb. 

:per  bu. 

:  acre  : 

per  bu. 

ear  corn 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Dollars 

Cents 

Cents 

Maine 

;  6.5 

— 

— 

'  -r  • 

2.4 

— 

- 

- 

N.E. 

6.5 

— 

— 

-■ 

r-t  '*7 

«:>•  o 

- 

— 

- 

Vt. 

•  5.0 

- 

- 

•  3.4 

— 

— 

— 

Mass . 

1  6.7 

— 

6.0 

— 

3.6 

— 

— 

— 

R.I. 

'■  6.7 

— 

6.9 

•  — 

3.5 

- 

—  1 

- 

Conn . 

5 -.8 

- 

6.0 

17 

3.6 

2.30 

5.0 

5.6 

N.Y. 

5.1 

.5.9 

5.1 

17 

3.2 

1.85 

5.0 

5.3 

N.J. 

4.7 

4.6 

5.0 

17 

3.2 

1.90 

4.0 

5.1 

Pa. 

4.8- 

4 . 6 

4. 5 

17 

3.3 

1.80 

4.0 

4.2 

Ohio  . 

4.5' 

5.6 

6.0 

16 

5.5 

1.85 

4.1 

5.1 

Ind. 

5.1 

5.4 

5.1 

13 

3  8 

1.70 

3.8 

5.1 

Ill. 

4.8 

4.9 

4.3 

18 

4.3 

1.56 

3.8 

4.4 

Mich. 

4.5 

4.9  • 

4.6 

13 

2.6 

1.50 

3.9 

4.4 

Wig. 

^  . 
X..'  C  l.  • 

- 

- 

- 

2.4 

1.60 

4.0 

4.7 

Minn. 

5.0 

- 

—  • 

— 

3.5- 

1.60 

4.3 

5.2 

Iowa 

4.7- 

5.7 

4.8 

17 

3.1 

1 , 55 

3.7 

4.1 

Mo. 

4.4 

4.9 

4.9 

17 

3.0 

1.20 

3.4 

4.5 

IT.  Dak. 

— 

— 

-  • 

— 

4.0 

— 

— 

— 

S.Dak. 

—  • 

— 

— 

— 

3.8 

1.30 

4.6 

4.4 

Nehr.  • 

5.0 

4.0 

5.0 

17 

• 

1.25 

4.0 

5.1 

Kans . 

4.5 

3.6 

3.8 

17 

4.1 

1 .25 

4.3 

4.7 

Del. 

4.4 

4.8 

4.5 

16 

3.5 

1.90 

3 . 3 

4.6 

Md. 

4.4 

4.3 

4.2 

16 

3.7 

1.90 

3.3 

3.8 

Va. 

4.2 

4.6 

5.0 

15 

3.4 

1.50 

4.1 

4.9 

W.Va. 

4.3 

5.0 

5.4 

17 

3.3 

1.50  • 

4.5 

4.5 

N.C. 

4.7 

3.9 

4.4 

15 

3.5 

1.25 

4.3 

4.2 

s.c. 

5.0  ■ 

4.6 

4.8 

15 

3.5  ’ 

1.00 

3.9 

4.1 

Oa. 

4.7 

3.8 

4.3 

15 

3.6 

1.10 

3.8 

4.3 

Fla. 

- 

-a 

5.2 

15 

5.7 

1 . 35 

4.5 

4.5 

Ky. 

4.2  • 

5.0 

3.3 

17 

4.6 

1.30 

3.5 

3.7 

Tenn. 

4.4 

6.1 

4.9 

17 

4.0 

1 .25 

3.4 

4.0 

Ala. 

4.7 

5.4 

/].  ^ 

15 

7  ^ 

f  •  x 

1.10 

3.5 

4.1' 

Miss. 

4.7 

5 . 0 

5.0 

- 

3.0 

1.15 

3.2 

3.0 

Ark. 

4.1- 

4.0 

4.8 

16 

4.4 

.95 

3.5 

3.5 

La. 

— 

5.0 

4 . 5 

— 

4.1 

1.15 

3.5 

3.5 

Okla . 

5.2 

4.9 

6.0 

15 

4.3 

1.25 

4.0 

3.4 

T  ex . 

O  •  Cu 

4.5 

5.0 

15 

3.6  ’ 

1.15 

4.0 

3.7 

Mont . 

5.0 

— 

— 

— 

3.1 

— 

— 

-» 

Idaho 

4.0 

4.1 

3.9 

18 

2.7 

1.80 

4.3 

4.0 

Wyo . 

— 

- 

— 

— 

3.7 

— 

— 

— 

Colo . 

4.0 

3.8 

4.1 

— 

3 . 6 

1.65 

4.8 

4.7 

N.Mex. 

4.0 

3.8 

3.8 

15 

4.2 

1 . 55 

4.0 

4.0 

Ariz . 

4.0 

5.5 

5.0 

15 

4.5 

— 

— 

Utah 

5.0 

6.0 

3.8 

15 

4.2 

— 

— 

Nev. 

— 

5. 5 

5.0 

— 

4.5 

— 

— 

- 

Wash. 

3.2 

4.4 

3.7 

17 

2.8 

— 

.  - 

— 

Ores. 

3.4 

5.0 

3.8 

16 

2.8 

1.95 

4.0 

3.3 

Calif. 

4.4 

5.6 

5.7 

12 

3.0 

2.40 

5.0 

4.0 

U.S. 

/•  O 

5.0 

4.9 

12.5 

3.1 

1.46 

3.8 

/  7 

hr  •  ij 

.  Crc”-:  re  ort^i'z  were  circularized  for  the  first  time  on  February  1  for  information  regarding 
piecework  wage  rates  paid  hired  workers  on  many  crops.  This  inquiry  was  inaugurated  in  .requqiise 
o  a^growing  demand  for  rate  data  on  specific  tasks  which  the  gener;  1  information  collectedly  * 
wri.hg  past  yenrr  does’ not  <~urply.  The  data  collected  on  February  1  apply  to  the  1934  crop  season 
and  cover  chiefly  the  harvesting  operations  for  crons  other  than  cotton.  Cotton-picking  rates 
c.Vo  t  cen  gathered  annually  since  1924  ana  were  published  for  the  entire  period  in  November 
Crops  and  Markets,  (p.429). 
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Threshing  and  comhinc  harvc3tifi£  costs  in" 193^ 


State 

Custom 

For 

threshing 
wheat 
per  bu. 

Cents 

thre  siring 

For 

threshing 
oats 
per  bu. 

Cents 

rates 

For 

•threshing 
barley 
per  bu. 

"A 

Cent  s 

Owns 

tl 

For 

threshing 
wheat 
per  lu.  ' 

Cents 

d  or  pcrtnc 
ire  shin#  cc 

For 

threshing 
oats 
per  bu. 

Cents- 

irship 

>sts 

For 

threshing 
barley 
per  bu. 

■  Cents 

Combine  harvester- 
thresher  costs  l] 
Combine®  ’.Hired  or 
owned  by  ’•  custom 
growers  !  comb  ines. , 
average  -  average 
cost  :  charge 
per  acre i per  acre 

Dollars  "Dollars 

Maine 

8.2 

8.2 

8.0 

8.0 

8.2 

8.0 

- 

- 

R.H. 

» 

- 

- 

- 

— 

- 

- 

- 

Vt. 

— 

.6*0 

6.5 

- 

6.0 

6 . 5 

- 

— 

Mas  s . 

— 

- 

- 

— 

T 

- 

— 

R.I. 

- 

— 

■  - 

- 

- 

- 

- 

Conn. 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

R.Eng. 

7,6 

7.2 

- 

7.6 

.  7.2 

•e 

N.Y. 

577“  “ 

57C 

'  “575“  - 

'  “574”  ‘ 

'  476  ' 

“571“ 

- 

- 

R.  J.  • 

9.9 

7.0 

— 

7.0 

5.1 

— 

- 

- 

Pa. 

5,8 

4.2 

5.0 

5.8 

4.3 

4.8 

- 

- 

M.'Atl. 

6.0 

4.7 

5.4 

5.8 

4.6 

5.0 

- 

- 

Ohio 

575 

3 . 6 

4.2 

4.9 

3.2 

3.8 

— 

— 

Ind. 

5.1 

3.2 

4.5 

5.4 

3.0 

4.2 

1.70 

2.30 

Ill. 

5.2 

2.7 

3.8 

5.2 

2.8 

u  •  hi: 

1.75 

2.20 

Mich. 

4.8 

3.5 

4.2 

5.8 

4.1 

5 . 2 

- 

Wis. 

4.6 

3.2 

3.5 

4.2 

2.8 

3.1 

- 

- 

E  .11.  Cent . 

•  5.2 

3.2 

3.6 

5.2 

3.1 

:  3.4 

1.73 

2.24 

Minn. 

5.2 

3.1 

3.6 

5.0 

3.0 

:  3.3 

1.60 

2.30 

Iowa 

4.8 

.  2.5 

3.1 

4.5 

2.9 

1.70 

2.25 

Mo. 

5.5 

3.5 

4.9 

5 . 8 

3.6 

4.5 

1.35 

1 . 90 

11. Dak. 

8.7 

R  R 

6.6 

6.5 

4.5 

5.2 

1.30 

1 . 60 

S.Dak. 

'  5.4 

3.1 

3.6 

5.8 

3.3 

3.8 

1.00 

1.50 

Rebr. 

5.0 

3.2 

4.0 

5.0 

3.0 

3.0 

1.10 

1.55 

Kans. 

6.0 

3.8 

4.8 

5.3 

3.4 

3.6 

1.00 

1.50 

W . N . Cent . 

.  6.1 

3.1 

4.1 

5.5 

3.0 

3.6 

1.07 

1.55 

Del. 

6.8 

— 

— 

6.1 

— 

- 

— 

Md. 

5.7 

4.7 

4.6 

5.4 

4.5 

4.0 

— 

- 

Ya. 

6.7 

5.0 

5.8 

6.9 

5.6 

5.2 

- 

- 

W.Va. 

6.0 

5.0 

5.0 

6.0 

6.0 

5.0 

— 

- 

N.C. 

9.1 

6.9 

7.0 

7.7 

6.3 

6.1 

— 

— 

s.c. 

9.9 

7.1 

— 

9.0 

7.1 

’  — 

- 

— 

Ga. 

■  9.9 

8.0 

— 

9.6 

7.3 

— 

- 

— 

Fla. 

- 

- 

— 

— 

— 

- 

- 

'S.&tli  . 

6.8 

5.8 

“516 

6.6 

'6  '6  " 

“570“ 

— 

- 

Ky. 

8.7 

6.0 

7.5 

'8.3 

o.3 

'  “7.5 

— 

— 

Tenia. 

8.4 

5.6 

6.8 

8.5 

6.3 

7.2 

- 

— 

Ala. 

•  9.9 

7.0 

— 

9.6 

8.0 

— 

— 

— 

Miss. 

_  — 

9.3 

— 

8.0 

— 

- 

— 

E .S.Cent . 

8.6 

6.8 

7.1 

8.4 

7.2 

7.3 

— 

- 

Ark. 

7.4 

“4.9“ 

— 

7'.'  4 

5.2 

— 

— 

- 

La. 

6.0 

— 

%  — 

6.0 

— 

- 

"  1 

Okla. 

7.5 

4.2 

6.0 

6.4 

3.8 

4.5 

1.05 

1.60  > 

Tex.. 

8.5 

5.2 

6.5 

8.0 

4.5 

6.0 

1.10 

1.50 

W . S . Cent . 

“  “779“  “ 

4.8' 

__  -6-3-~-  - 

7.1“ 

”  “473~  ” 

“  “5.5“  “ 

1. 08 

'  ~  T.  55”  “ 

Mont. 

672  “ 

47  4 

4.5 

6.0 

-i.  0 

”  T.05”  “ 

"  T.  60 

Idaho 

5.5 

4.4 

4.6 

5 . 0 

4.0  - 

4.0 

— 

— 

17  y  0 . 

6.0 

4.0 

4.0 

6.0 

4.0 

4.0 

1.30 

2.00 

Colo. 

6.4 

-5.3 

5.3 

6.0 

5.1 

5.0 

— 

- 

N.Mex. 

6.5 

- 

4.8 

7.0 

— 

7.0 

— 

— 

Ariz . 

8.0 

— 

6.0 

7.0 

7.Q 

— 

— 

Utah 

7.8 

6.1 

6.5 

7.6 

6.3 

6.6 

— 

Rev. 

7.4 

6.7 

5.3 

6.3 

5.5 

5.0 

_ 

Mount . 

6.1 

“476“  “ 

479  ' 

5.8 

A  VZ 
lx  •  O 

477 

“  T.TO”  “ 

”  T.68 

Wash. 

6.7 

4.5' 

5.5 

7.2 

“  “472”  “ 

5.5“ 

”  T.80”  ” 

”  7.40“  ” 

Oreg. 

5.7 

4.3 

4.8 

6.4 

5.0 

5.1 

1.70 

2.35 

Calif. 

6.7 

5.0 

5.5 

7.2 

5.0 

5.5 

1.45 

2.20 

Pac. 

6.5 

4.5 

5.4' 

7.0 

'4.6 

5.5 

1 . 61  " 

2.30 

u.s. 

6.3 

378 

”474 

”e7o 

3*o 

473“  ~ 

"  1.26” 

‘  1.82" 

_l/Does  not  include  cost  of  hauling  grain  from  combine. 
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Table  8..-  Piece-work  wa^  rates:  Prices; -.paid’  for.' kicking  100  pounds  of  seed 
cotton Selected'  illustrations  of  pice  of  sample,  measures  of 
dispersion,  •  and  probable  -errors  ,  193.9. 


State,  date 

8nd  district' 

Numb  er 
of 

re- 

Average 
rate 
(ari th 
me  tic 

Stand¬ 

ard 

devia¬ 

tion 

Coef¬ 

ficient 

of 

-  vrria- 

•  Prob-  • 

»  • 

:  able  :  Bela- 
:  error  ;  tive 
: of  the  :  prob- 
: average;  able 

:  Pour 
;•  times 
:  relar- 
:  tive 
:  prob- 

-*• 

ports 

mean) 

of  ■ 

reports' 

bility 

: rate  or;  error 
:  mean  ; 

:  able 
: error  if 

Sol. 

Dol . 

Pet . 

Dol.  Pet. 

Pet. 

South  -Carolina; 

Nov.  1,  1939,  by 

*  r 

cror-rptg.dists : 

■ .  ■. 

.  1 

190 

0.522 

0.053 

10.1 

0.003  0.50 

2.00  • 

;  2 

59 

.514 

.  038 

7.4 

.00:3  .6-5v- 

-2.60. 

j  -  -  3 

65 

.  564 

.077 

13.7 

. 006  1.15  / 

•  '4.60  ' 

•  .  4  '  . 

109 

.507 

.  045 

8.8 

.003  .57 

3.28 

.  5 

85 

.511 

.037 

7.3 

. 003  . 53 

•2.12 

8 

_  34_  _ 

_  _-516  _ 

.  „-028  _ 

_ 5jl3__ 

_ .003  _ .62__ 

_  2.48_  _ 

State 

542 

.522 

.057 

10.9 

. 002  . 32 

.  :1*28 

Texas: 

Nov.  1,  1939,  by 

crop-rptg. dists : 

• 

• 

IN 

27 

.463 

.072 

15.4 

.009  2.00 

8.00; 

IS 

109 

.482 

.  098 

20.4 

.006  1 . 32 

-5.28 

2 

255 

.538 

.110 

20.5 

.005  .87 

3.48, 

3 

84 

.597 

.098 

16.4 

.007  1.20 

4 .  st)  ' 

4 

424 

.  554 

.068 

12.3 

'.002  .40 

a. 60  . 

5 

280 

.527 

.068 

12.9 

'.003  .52 

;2 . 08 

7 

46 

.  568 

.084 

14.9 

.  008  1.48 

-■'5.92.' 

8 

225 

.540 

.070 

13.0 

.003  .60 

•2*40  - 

9 

60 

.  596 

.070 

11.7 

.006  1 . 00 

#4.00 

•a  10 

36 

.  550 

.085 

15.4 

.010  1.70 

;6.80 

State 

1,560 

.549 

.084 

15.4 

.001  .26 

1.04 

—  —  —  —  —  —  —  _ 

_  —  —  — 

—  —  — 

- -r-  -  - 

—  ^  —  — 

—  < —  —  —  —  —  — 

—  _  — _  - : 

.l/The  probabilities'  are  99-  out  of  100  th-  t  thp  average  rate  of  a  much 
larger  sample  collected  in  the  same  way  and  at  the  same  time  would  not 
vary  from  this  avera  .e  rate  tv  more  than  4  times  the  probable  error. 
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Table  9. -Farm  wage  rates  and  cotton-nicking  rates:  Selected  illustrations 
of  statistical  measures  of  difference  and  -nrobable  errors 
of  difference  in  unoaired  samples 


State,  date, 
and  district 


Number 

of 

reports 


Average 


rate 


Dif¬ 

fer¬ 

ence 

in 

a  ver- 


St  andard 
deviation 


Prob¬ 

able 

error 

of 

dif- 


h  our 
times 
prob¬ 
able 
er  .’or 


NX  : 

N2  * 

M  ^  • 

Mg 

age 

:  1  : 

2 

for- 

of 

By  the  month, 

» 

* 

» 

• 

• 

9 

• 

t 

Dol . 

Dol. 

rate 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

ence 

Dol. 

dif f  er- 
encelf 

Dol. 

with  board: 

Pa. (1)  and  Okla. (2) 
Oct.  1,1939 

578 

379 

26.57 

20.83- 

5.74 

6 . 34 

5.34 

.257 

1.03, 

Pa:  Cron- rptg. dists . 
1(1)  and  S(2) 

Oet.l,  1939 

92 

103 

26.10 

29.70 

3  .’60 

6.11 

7.17 

.642 

2.5^ 

Okla:  Crop-rntg. 
diat§. l(l)niid  8(2) 
Oct . 1 , 1939 

37 

51 

24.73 

18.68 

6 . 05 

5 . 54 

3 . 78 

.710 

2.84 

By  the  month, 
wit  hou  t.  b  o  ar  d : 

Pa . ( 1 )  and  Okla. (2 ) 
Oct.  1,  1939 

413 

346 

41.44 

30 . 20 

11.24 

9 . 64 

7.03 

.409 

1.64 

Pa.  Grop-rptg. 
dists.l(l)  and  9(2 
Oct.  1,  1933 

) 

58 

81 

42 . 05 

45 . 75 

3.70 

11.18 

9.88 

1.24 

A  06 

Okla .  Cr op-rp tg . 
dists. l(l)and  8(2) 
Oct.  1,  1939 

27 

’  45 

36.67 

27.07 

9.60 

7.07 

4.24 

1.01 

4.04 

By  the  day, 

'with  board:  . 

Pa.(l)  and  Okla. (2) 
Oct.  1,  1939 

560 

497 

1.72 

1.14 

.58 

.  465 

.322 

.016 

.064 

Pa.  Cror-rntg. 


(2) 


dists .  1.(1 ) and  9 
Oct.  1,  1939 
01:1a.  Crop-rptg. 
dists.  l(l)r.nd  8 
Oct.  1,  1939 
By  the  da?/. 
without  board : 

Pa. (l)  and  0kla.(2) 


(2) 


78  102 


1.52 


1.98  . 36 


rz  a 
Oki 


60  1.43 


.  r)0 


.47 


507  .491  .051  .204 


300  .176  .032  .128 


Oct.  1,  1935 

4S2 

518 

2.29 

1.45 

.84 

.526 

.337 

.  020 

.080 

Pa.  Crop-rptg. 
dists. l(l)and  9(2) 
Oct.  1,  1939 

74 

100 

2.19 

2 . 26 

.07 

.529 

.409 

.050 

.200 

Okla.  Crop-rotg. 
dists ,l(l)and  9(2) 
Oct.  1,  1939 

32 

25 

1.88 

.98 

.90 

.359 

.245 

.054 

.216 

Continued 
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Table  9.-  Farm  wage  rates  and  cotton-picking  rates:  Selected  illustrations 
of  statistical  measures  of  difference  and  probable  errors  of  difference 

in  unpaired  sample-Continued 


State,  date, 
and  district 


Cotton  picking  rates 
(per  100  lbs. seed 
cotton) 

S . C . ( 1 )  and 
Texas  (2) 


Number 

of 

reports 

Average 

rate 

Pif~ 
f  er~ 

ence 

Standard 

deviation 

in 

Ni 

S2 

K2 

aver¬ 

age 

rate 

1 

2 

Pol . 

Pol. 

Pol. 

1 

1  • 

» — l 

1  c. 

Pol. 

542 

1 , 560 

0.522 

0 . 549 

0.027 

0.057 

0.084 

Nov.  1,  1939 


Prob¬ 

able 

error 

of 

dif¬ 

fer¬ 

ence 


Four 

times 

prob¬ 

able 


.error 

of 

differ¬ 

ence—' 


Pol .  Pol . 


0.002  0.008 


S.C:  Crop-rptg. 
dists.  1(1)  and 
8(g) 


Nov.  1,  1939 
Texas:  Crop-rptg. 

190 

34 

.522 

.516 

.006 

.053 

.028 

..004 

.016 

dists.  l-S(l) 
and  9(2) 

109 

60 

.  482 

5°6 

.114 

..098 

.070 

.009 

..036 

Nov,  1,  1939 


l/The  probabilities  are  99  out  of  100  th* t  the  difference  in  average  rate  of 
a  much  larger  sample  collected  in  the  same  way  and  at  the  ScSme  time  would  not 
vary  from  this  difference  in  the  average  rate  by  more  than  4  times  the  urob- 
able  error. 
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Table  10.-  Actual  farm  wage  rates  per  month  and  per  day  without  board 
index  of  rrices'  paid  by  farmers  for  commodities  used  for  family 
maintenance,  and  adjusted  farm  wage  rates,  United  States,  1910-39 


Wage  rates 

adjusted 

/ 

Actual 

wage  rates 

Prices  paid 

for  change 

s  in  rural 

Year 

by  farmers 
for  living 

living 

costs 

• 

Per  month 

:  Per  day 

(1910-14 

A  100) 

Per  month  : 

Per  day 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Percent 

Dollars 

Dollars 

1910 . 

28.08 

1.39 

98  . 

•  28.65 

1.42 

1911 . 

28.54 

1.39 

100 

•  28.54 

1.39 

1912 . 

29 . 34 

1.43 

101. 

•  29.05 

1.42 

1913 . 

30.21 

1.46 

100 

30.21 

1.46 

1914 . 

29.74 

1.43 

102 

29.15 

1.40 

1915 . 

30.06 

1.44 

.107 

28 . 09 

1 . 35 

1916 . . 

32 . 84 

1  rSP 

J-  •  c.'O 

124 

26.48 

1.27 

1917 . 

40.52 

1.S8 

147, 

•  27.56 

1 . 35 

1918 . 

48.80 

2.54 

177 

27.57 

1.44 

1919 . 

56.63 

3 . 03 

210 

26.97 

1.44 

1920 . 

65.40 

3.46 

222 

2°.  46 

1.56 

1921 . • 

44.67 

2.12 

161 

.  27.75 

1.32 

1922 . ■ 

43.33 

2.07 

156 

.  27.78 

1 . 33 

1923 . 

48.25 

2.25  - 

160 

30.15 

1.41 

1924 . 

49.32 

2.29 

159 

.  31 . 02 

1.44 

1925 . 

49.90 

2.29 

164 

30.43 

1.40 

1926 . 

50.83 

2.31 

162 

31 . 38 

1.43 

1927 . ; 

50.85 

•  2.28 

159 

31.98 

1.43 

1928 . 

50.72 

■  2.27 

160 

31 . 70 

1.42 

1929 . 

51.22 

2 . 25 

158 

32.42 

1.42 

1930 . 

48 . 10 

2.08 

148 

32.50' 

1.41 

1931 . 

38 . 38 

1.62 

126 

30 . 46 

1.29 

1932 . 

28.88 

1.20 

103 

26.74 

1.11 

1933 . 

25.67 

1.11 

109 

23 . 55 

1.02 

1934 . 

28.19 

1.26 

122 

23.11 

1.03 

1935 . 

30.24 

1 . 33 

124 

24 . 39 

1.07 

1936 . 

32 .28 

1.42 

122 

26.46 

1.16 

1937 . 

36 . 32 

1.51 

128 

28.38 

1.26 

1938 . 

35.63 

1.58 

121 

29.45 

1.31 

1939  1/ . 

36.13 

1.57 

122 

29.61 

1.29 

l/0ctober  1,  1939. 
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Table  11.-  Farm  wage  .rates  and  index  numbers,  1866-1909 

(1910-1914  =  100) 


Average  yearly  farm  wage  l/ 


Weighted 


Yea 

r' 

Per 

month- 

Per 

day- 

With 

Pith- 

With 

With- 

board 

out  . 
board 

board 

out 

board 

Pol. 

Pol . 

Pol. 

Pol. 

1866 

3/ 

10.09 

15.50  ' 

0.64 

0.90 

1869 

9.97 

15 . 50 

.63 

.87 

1874 

or 

1875. . . . 

11.16 

17.10 

.68 

,  QA 

1877 

or 

1879  i/.  . 

10.86 

16 . 79 

.61 

.84 

1879 

or 

1880. . . . 

11.70 

17.53 

.  54 

.89 

1880 

or 

1881. . . . 

12.32 

18 . 52 

.67 

.92 

1881 

or 

1882. . . . 

12.88 

19.11 

.70 

.97 

1884 

or 

1885. . . . 

13.08 

19.22 

.71 

.96 

1887 

or 

1888.  . . . 

13.29 

19.67 

.72 

.  98 

1889 

or 

1890 .... 

13.29 

19.45 

.72 

.97 

1891 

or 

1892.  .  . . 

13.48 

20 . 02 

.73 

.98 

1893 

15.35 

19.97 

.72 

.92 

1894 

12.70 

18 . 57 

.65 

.84 

1895 

12.75 

18 . 74 

.65 

.85 

1898 

13.29 

19.16 

.  71 

.94 

1899 

13.90 

19.97 

.75 

.99 

1902 

15.51 

22 . 12 

.83 

1.09 

1906 

18.73 

26.19 

1.03 

1 . 32 

1909 

20.43 

28 . 09 

1.04 

1.31 

average 

wage 


rate  per 
month^/ 


Pol. 


16.14 
12.96 
14.19 
16.34 

14 . 14 

14.82 

15.48 

15.58 

15.87 

15.79 

16.06 

15.93 

14.60 

14.69 

15.58 

16 . 34 
18.12 
21.92 
26.00 


Index 
numbers 
of  farm 
wages 


55 
54 

CQ 

U/  V' 

56 
59 

62 

65 

65 

66 
66 

67 

67 
61 
62 
65 

68 
75 
92 
96 


_l/Yearly  averages  are  from  reports  by  crop  reporters,  giving  average 
wages  for  the  year  in  their  localities. 

2/This  column  has  significance  only  as  an. essential  step  in  computing 
the  wage  index. 

3/Years  1866  to  1878  in  gold. 

4/1877  or  1878,  1878  or  1879  (combined). 


EXHIBIT  "B" 

UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OE  AGRICULTURE 
Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics 


Washington,  D.  C. 

January  13,  1939 

FARM  WAGE.  RATES  DOWN  SHARPLY: 

LABOR  SUPPLY  UP,  DEMAND  LOWER 

Wage  rates  paid,  to  hired  farm  workers  dropped  sharply  during  the  last 
quarter  of  1938  reflecting  a  sizable  increase  in  the  supply  of  workers  avail¬ 
able  for  hire  in  rural  areas  and  a  seasonal  downturn  in  the  demand  for  farm 

help,  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  reported  today, 

/  ‘  ;  ,  #  -  - 

Farm  wage  rates  averaged  117  percent  of  pre-war  on  January  1  as  com- 

>  <  ■ 

pared  with  126  on  October  1  and  118  on  January  1,  1938.  This  index,  which 
recently  has  been  revised  by  the  Bureau,  was  7  points  higher,  however,  than 
on  January  1,  1937. 

Wage  rates  declined  substantially  from  Wisconsin  west  to  Idaho  during 
the  3  months  ended  January  1,  1939,  but  lower  rates  prevailed  in  nearly'  all 
sections  of  the  country.  During  the  last  3  months  of  1938,  the  index  declined 
9  points,  as  compared  with  .16  points  during  the  same  period  in  1937  and  an 
average  downturn  of  7  points  in  the  last  quarter  of  the  preceding  5  years* 
Rates  per  day  without  board  on  January  1  of  this  year  ranged  from  $2.75  in 
Rhode  Island  and  California  to  80  cents  in  South  Carolina.  The  average  was 
$1.53  for  the- country  as  a  whole. 

The  supply  of  workers  available  for  hire  in  agricultural  communities 
increased  a  little  from  October  1,  1938  to  January  1  of  this  year,  although 
data  through  November  indicate  no  change  in  employment  in  manufacturing  in¬ 
dustries.  Some  seasonal  slackening  in  industrial  employment  probably  occurred, 
however,  in  December.  Reports  received  from  crop  correspondents  indicated 
that  the  rural  labor  supply  was  94.8  percent  of  normal  on  January  1,  compared 
with  91.6  percent  of  normal  3  months  earlier.  This  increase  was  only  about 
one- third  as  large  as  the  increase  during  the  last  quarter  of  1937  when 


industrial  employment  dropped  sharply.  The  January  1  supply  of  labor  avail¬ 


able  for  farm  work  was  slightly  larger  than  a  year  ago. 


Labor  Demand  Lower 


The  demand  for  farm  labor,  however,  was  down  slightly  on  the  first  of 
this  month  as  compared  with  January  1,  1938.  This  was  primarily  the  result  of 
the  lower  level  of  prices  received  by  farmers.  Reports  from  crop  correspond¬ 
ents  indicated  that  the  demand  for  labor  averaged  only  79.2  percent  of  normal 
on  January  1,  or  1.9  points  less  than  on  October  1  and  eight-tenths  of  a 
point  under  a  year  ago.  The  drop  in  demand  under  the  level  of  a  year  ago, 
however,  was  accompanied  by  a  6-point  decline  in  local  market  prices  of  farm 
products  during  1938.  Prices  received  by  farmers  for  agricultural  commodi¬ 
ties  averaged  102  percent  of  pre-war  on  January  15  of  last  year  but  were  only 
96  percent  of  pre-war  on  December  15,  1938,  the  latest  date  for  which  this 
information  is  available. 

The  slight  increase  in  supply  and  the  drop  in  the  demand  for  labor 
from  October  1  to  January  1  resulted  in  a  rather  sharp  upturn  in  the  supply- 
demand  ratio.  Expressing  supply  as  a  percentage  of  the  demand,  the  ratio  on 
the  first  of  this  month  was  119,7  percent  of  normal,  compared  with  112.9  on 
October  1,  1938,  and  115.6  on  January  1,  1938.  In  the  past,  these  ratios 
have  varied  inversely  with  employment  in  non- agricultural  industries.  Com¬ 
parisons  are  based  upon  the  Bureau’s  recently  revised  supply  and  demand 
series  and  supply-demand  ratios. 


Farm  Employment  Drops  Sharply 

Total  employment  on  farms  in  the  United  States  was  estimated  at 
8,767,000  persons  on  January  1,  the  Bureau  also  reported  today.  This  was 
27  percent  less  than  on  October  1,  and  about  the  same  as  a  year  ago.  These 
data  bring  to  date  series  of  monthly  agricultural  employment  statistics 
published  recently  by  the  National  Research  Project  of  the  Works  Progress 
Administration.  (Copies  of  this  report,  "Trends  in  Employment  in  Agricul¬ 
ture,  1909-36"  may  be  obtained  upon  request  to  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural 
Economics. ) 


Continued  on  page  6 


(Exhibit  "B") 


UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics 


FARM  WAGE  RATES  Ai!D  RELATED  DATA,  JANUARY  1,  1939,  WITH  COMPARISONS 


Annual  ■ 
average 
_1 9 10-1.4 

Oct.  1,’  Jan.  1,* 
1937  ;  1938  ; 

Oct.  1 , * 
1938  ; 

Jan.  1, 
1939 

FARM  WAGE  INDEX  1/ 

100 

'  134  ~  ~  lie  ' 

~126~ 

117 

FARM  WAGE  RATES:  1/ 

Per  month,  with  board 

$22.09 

$29.84  $25.18 

$28.25 

$24.86 

Per  month,  without  board 

29.18 

38.11  34.70 

36 . 09 

34.92 

Per  day,  with  board 

■  1.16 

1.46  1.22 

1.36 

1.20 

Per  day,  without  board 

1.42 

1.73  1.55 

1.59 

1.53 

SUPPLY  OF  AND  DEMAND  FOR  FARM  LABOR  l/ 

(Percentage  of  normal) 

Supply 

81.3  92.5 

91.6 

94. 

Demand 

— 

91.9  80.0 

81.1 

79. 

Supply  as  a  percentage  of  demand 

— 

83.5  115.6 

112.9 

119. 

FARM  EMPLOYMENT  2/ 

(Thousands  of  persons) 

Family  labor 

— — 

9,133  7,051 

8,896 

7,138 

Hired  labor 

— 

3,208  1,711 

3,158 

1,629 

Total 

— 

12 , 341  8 , 762 

12 , 054 

8,767 

RELATED  INDEXES 

Prices  received  by  farmers  3/ 

100 

112  102 

95 

4/  96 

Ratio  of  prices  received  to 

farm  wage  rates  1/ 

100 

84  84 

75 

82 

Industrial  wage  rates  5/ 

— — 

214  204 

212 

7/  205 

Industrial  employment  6f 

Industrial  pay-rolls  5/ 

— 

107  88 

90 

7/  95 

7/  90 

— 

104  75 

84 

1/  Revised  for  dates  prior  to  Jan.  1,  1939. 

2/  Estimates  of  actual  employment  are  shown  in  place  of  number  of  persons  employed 
per  100  crop  reporting  farms,  beginning  with  this  issue. 

3/  As  of  the  15th  of  the  month. 

4/  December  15,  1938,  latest  date  available. 

5/  Average  weekly  earnings,  New  York  State  factories,  June  1914  =  100. 

6/  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  indexes  for  manufacturing  industries.  Revised. 

.1323-192'“  .-100; 

7/  November,  1938,  latest  data  available. 

Bae.'d  on  reports  from  crop  correspondents.  The  data  for  previous  quarters 

appear  in  "Crops  and  Markets"  for  February,  April,  July,  and  October;  and  in  the 
1938  issue  of  "Agricultural  Statistics,"  tables  571  and  572. 
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FARM  WAGE  RATES  AID  RELATED  DATA,  BY  GEOGRAPHIC  DIVISIONS, 

JANUARY  1,  1939,  WITH  COMPARISONS 


• 

• 

Annual 

• 

• 

9  9 

•  • 

Geographic  : 

average 

:  Oct.  1, 

:  Jan.  1  : 

Oct.  1 

J  an.  1, 

_ division _ _ i 

1910-14 

:  1937 

:  1938  : 

1938 

1939. 

FARM  WAGE  RATES  l/ 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Per  month  with  hoard 

• 

• 

Hew  England 

24.18 

33.53 

31.22 

31.83 

31.08 

Middle  Atlantic 

22.25 

30. '99 

27.83 

29.42 

27.05 

East  North  Central 

23.75 

31.96 

26.70 

29.74 

25.40 

West  North  Central 

26.32 

29 . 78 

21.85 

28.83 

21.98 

South  Atlantic 

14.  62 

17.47 

16.63 

16.41 

16.54 

East  South  Central 

14.71 

16.  50 

15. 70 

15.68 

15.54 

West  South  Central 

17.35 

20.05 

18.80  ■ 

19.19 

18.08 

Mountain 

32.48 

38.12 

32.30 

36.84 

30.96 

Pacif ic 

■33.45 

46.30 

43.00 

41.83 

41.35 

Per  month  without  hoard 

New  England 

37.70 

56.40 

53.55 

55.13 

54.71 

Middle  Atlantic 

33.41 

48 . 20 

44. 58 

45.83 

44.15 

East  North  Central 

32.80 

44.  37 

39.10 

41.68 

37.95 

West  North  Central 

36.86 

40.48 

32.87 

39.20 

33.33 

South  Atlantic 

20.97 

25.72 

25.06 

24.40 

24.93 

East  South  Central 

20.80 

23.  66 

22.43 

22.  66 

22.47 

West  South  Central 

24.93 

29.18 

27.57 

27.86 

26.83 

Mountain 

46.42 

53.71 

47.52 

52.29 

46.22 

Pacific 

48.16 

68.44 

67.00 

62.05 

62.49 

Per  day  with  hoard 

New  England 

1.27 

1.9  6 

1.71 

1.84 

1.72 

Middle  Atlantic 

1.24 

1.95 

1.72 

1.78 

1.61 

East  North  Central 

1.31 

1.83 

1.54 

1.65 

1.43 

West  North  Central 

1.46 

1.69 

1.24 

1.59 

1.25 

South  Atlantic 

.81 

.95 

.89 

.87 

.86 

East  South  Central 

.81 

.84 

.79 

.77 

.77 

West  South  Central 

.98 

1.07 

.95 

.97 

.92 

Mountain 

1.50 

1.86 

1.  55 

1.81 

1.53 

Pacific 

1.49 

2.19  ■ 

2.01 

2.02 

1.92 

Per  day  without  hoard 

New  England 

1.71 

2.73 

2.54 

2.58 

2.56 

Middle  Atlantic 

1.63 

2.54 

2.32 

2.39 

2.20 

East  North  Central 

1.68 

2.37 

2.04 

2.16 

1.94 

West  Nort.j.  Central 

1.88  . 

2.24 

1.77 

2.12 

1.74 

South  Atlantic 

1.05 

1.25 

1.19 

1.16 

1.18 

East  South  Central 

1.05 

1.11 

1.02 

1.03 

1.03 

West  South  Central 

1.25 

1.34 

1.25 

1.24 

1.19 

Mountain 

2.05 

2.42 

2.09 

2.33 

2.09 

Pacific 

2.06 

3.08 

2.86 

2.71 

2.62 

—  —  —  — 

T—  .  ,  __  _ 

_ _ _ 

_ _ _ 

1/  Revised  for  dates  prior  to  January  1,  1939. 
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(Exhibit  "B") 


BARM  WAGE  BATES  AND  BELATED  DATA,  BY  GECGBAPHIC  DIVISIONS 
JANUARY  1,  IS 39 ,  WITH  COMPARISONS 


Geographic 

;  Oct.’  1 

Jan.  1  ’ 

Oct.  1 

Jan.  1 

Oct.  1 

•  • 

J  an.  1 

division 

;  1936 

;  1937  ; 

•  • 

1937- 

;  1938  ' 

• 

;  1938 

•  • 

1939 

SUPPLY  OE  BARM  LAnOR  (Percentage  of  normal)  1/ 

New  England 

36.  6 

91.2 

83.2 

97.8 

90.5 

92.5 

Middle  Atlantic 

79.9 

85.0 

71.1 

86.7 

87.9 

92.5 

East  North  Central 

82.2 

86.4 

77.2 

94.0 

91.3 

96.2 

West  North  Central 

90.2 

95.4 

87.2 

94.  6 

92.2 

96.8 

South  Atlantic 

84.4 

87.7 

75.6 

88.6 

87.9 

90.5 

East  South  Central 

84.3 

89.0 

77.9 

89.0 

86.5 

90.6 

West  South  Central 

37.3 

95.2 

33.5 

92.4 

91.1 

94.5 

Mountain 

88.6 

96.0 

88.0 

99.2 

97. 7 

100.3 

Pacific 

90.1 

97.1 

90.5 

100.0 

104.0 

104.8 

DEMAND  BOB.  BARM  LABOR 

(Percentage  of 

normal)  1/ 

New  England 

88.9 

86.2 

94.4 

85.7 

87.4 

87.9 

Middle  Atlantic 

90.5 

87.4 

93.7 

83.0 

87.0 

80.9 

East  North  Central 

89.8 

86.2 

94.9 

81.9 

86.0 

81.8 

West  North  Central 

69.0 

71.0 

83.3 

73.1 

77.2 

74.8 

South  Atlantic 

87.4 

88.5 

94.6 

83.4 

81.3 

81.2 

East  South  Central 

39.2 

85.5 

93.4 

83.1 

81.1 

80.2 

West  South  Central 

82.0 

75.0 

90.4 

73.9 

76.9 

73.1 

Mountain 

83.4 

80/7 

86.2 

75.4 

82.3 

75.9 

Pacific 

92.6 

87.2 

95. 8 

82.3 

7S.2 

81.3 

SUPPLY  AS  A  PERCENTAGE 

OB  DEMAND  (Percentage  of 

normal) 

1/ 

* 

New  England 

97.4 

105. 8 

88.1 

114.1 

103.5 

105.2 

Middle  Atlantic 

88.3 

97.3 

75.9 

104.5 

101.0 

114.3 

East  North  Central 

91.5 

100.2 

81.3 

114.8 

106.2 

117.  6 

West  North  Central 

130.7 

134.  4 

104.7 

129.4 

119.4 

129,4 

South  Atlantic 

96.6 

99.1 

81.0 

106.2 

108.1 

111.5 

East  South  Central 

94.5 

104. 1 

83.4 

107.1 

106.7 

113.0 

West  South  Central 

106.5 

126.9 

92.4 

125.0 

118.5 

125.3 

Mountain 

106.2 

119.0 

102.1 

131.6 

118.7 

132.1 

Pacific 

97.3 

111.4 

94.5 

121.5 

131.3 

128.9 

BARM  EMPLOYMENT  (Thousands  of  re  r  sons)  2/ 

Bamily  La/bor 

New  England 

159 

157 

163 

157 

166 

159 

Middle  Atlantic 

409 

397 

404 

397 

401 

399 

East  North  Central 

1,159 

1,099 

1,145 

1,097 

1,139 

1,106 

West  North  Central 

1,345 

1,203 

1,302 

1 , 208 

1,329 

1,224 

So  lit  h  /.  tlantic 

1,836 

1,312 

1,819 

1,253 

1,784 

1,272 

East  South  Central 

1,907 

1,220 

1,954 

1,199 

1,857 

1,233 

West  South  Central 

1,832 

1 , 189 

1,742 

1,164 

1,616 

1,169 

Mountain 

295 

278 

287 

278 

286 

275 

Pacif ic 

353 

298 

317 

298 

318 

301 

i/  Revised  for  dates  prior  to  January  1,  19 3S. 

2/  Estimates  of  actual  employment  are  shorn  in  place  of  numbers  of  persons 
employed  per  100  crop  reporting  farms  "beginning  with  this  issue. 
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FARM  WAGE  RATES  AND  RELATED  DATA,  BY  GEOGRAPHIC  DIVISIONS 
JANUARY  1,  1939,  WITH  COMPARISONS  (Continued) 


Geographic  ' 

•Oct.  i,; 

Jan .  1 , 

•Oct.  1, 

Jan.’  1, 

Oct.  i,  ; 

Jan.  1 , 

division 

1936  ..  ; 

1937 

1537 

1938 

1938  ; 

1939 

FARM  EMPLOYMENT  (Thousands  of  per 

sons)  1 / 

Hired  Labor 

New  England 

99 

71 

101 

63 

102 

69 

Middle  Atlantic 

229 

142 

245 

144 

232 

147 

Ea.st  North  Central 

•  394 

234 

413 

246 

412 

229 

West  North  Central 

367 

•  197 

412 

199 

412 

215 

South  Atlantic 

632 

-  346 

640 

360 

59  6 

324 

Past  South  Central 

•  361 

191 

322 

175 

319 

171 

West  South  Central 

457 

251 

537 

271 

561 

234 

Mountain 

-  187 

97 

200 

89 

220 

-  84 

Pacific 

242 

153 

338 

164 

304 

156 

Total 

New'  England 

258 

228 

264 

220 

268 

228 

Middle  Atlantic 

•  638 

539 

649 

541 

633 

546 

East  North  Central 

1 , 553 

1,333 

•  1,558 

1,343 

1,551 

1,335 

West  North  Central 

■  1,712 

1,400 

■  1,714 

1,407 

1,741 

1,439 

South  Atlantic 

2,468 

■  1,658 

2,459 

1,613 

2,380 

1,596 

East  South  Central 

2,268 

1,411 

9  p  7  ci 

1,374 

2,176, 

1,404 

West  South  Central 

2,289 

1,440 

2,279 

1,435 

2,177 

1,403 

Mountain 

482 

375 

487 

367 

506 

359 

Pacific 

595 

451 

655 

462 

622 

457 

1/  Estimates  of  actual  employment  are  shown  in  place  of  numbers  of  persons  em¬ 
ployed  per  100  crop  reporting  farms  beginning  with  this  issue. 


Continued  from  page  2. 

k  ! 

Except  in  dairy  regions  little  work  was  done  on  farms  throughout  the 
nation  on  the  first  of  this  month,,  primarily  as  a  result  of  the  holidays.  Tobacco 
stripping  was  making  good  progress  in  Kentucky.  Dry  weather  slowed  up  plowing  for 
spring  planting  in  the  southern  Great  Plains  area.  Snow  cover  retarded  farm  opera¬ 
tions  from  New  England  west  to  Idaho  and  eastern  Washington.  Farm  work  was  limited 
to  chores  and  routine  care  of  livestock  in  the  Lake  Region  and  the  Northeast. 


The  estimated  number  of  hired  hands  employed  on  farms  shrunk  from 
3,158,000  at  the  peak  of  the  fall  harvest  sea.son  on  October  1,  1938  to  only 
1,629,000  persons  on  January  1  of  this  year.  This  was. the  smallest  number  of 
hired  hones  working  on  the  first  of  any  month  during'  the  14-year  period  covered 
by  the  record.  This  reflects  the  sharp  seasonal  downturn  in  farm  labor  re¬ 
quirements  and  the  drop  in  the  demand  for  farm  labor  as  reported  by  crop  cor¬ 
respondents.  A  year  ago  approximately  1,711,000  wage  workers  were  employed  bjr 
farmers. 


The  number  of  unpaid  family  workers  (including  farm  operators)  also  de¬ 
clined  sharply  during  the  last  quarter  of  1938.  Approximately  7,138,000  persons 
were  working  on  farms-  without  cash  wages  on  January  1  as  compared  with  8,896,000 
on  October  1  of  last  year  and  7,051,000  on  January  1,  1938. 

Continued  on  page  10 
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(Exhibit  ,rB ,! ) 


FARM  WAGE  RATES  AMR  RELATES  RATA,  BY  STATES,  JANUARY-.  1,  IS 39. 


State 

Per  month 

With  *  Without 

• 

hoard  ’  hoard 

• 

• 

Dollars  Dollars 

Per  day  \ 

• 

With  ’  Without 

•  • 

hoard  *  hoard. 

•  • 

Dollars  Dollars 

Supply  of  and  demand 
for  farm  labor 

Supply  as  :  Remand  as  :  Supply  as 
percentage: percentage: percentage 
of  normal  : of  normal  :of  demand 

Percent  Percent  Percent 

Maine 

27.25 

43.00 

1.55 

2.10 

99 

76 

i  r<n 

N.H. 

31.00 

52.25 

1.85 

2,65 

88 

88 

1  ( lO 

.  -*•  w  ' 

Vt. 

28.50 

46.50 

1.55 

2.30 

92 

89 

103 

Mass. 

31.50 

58 , 75 

1.80 

2,70 

92 

92 

100 

T?  T 

37.50 

65.00 

1.80 

2,75  • 

98 

98 

100 

Conn. 

34.25 

62.25 

1.80 

2.80 

91 

88 

103 

IT.  Y. 

27.25 

44.50  . 

1.60 

2,20 

92 

79 

116 

N.J. 

30.00 

52.00 

1.70 

2,  35 

98 

84 

117 

Pa. 

25.  75 

40.75 

1.60 

2.15 

91 

Q  9 

111 

Ohio 

24.75 

36.75 

1.50 

1.95 

94 

81 

116 

Ind. 

25.50 

36.75 

1.35 

1,80 

96 

81 

119 

Ill. 

29.00 

40.25 

1.50 

2.00 

95 

83 

114 

Mich. 

24.00 

39.00 

1.50 

2.05 

95 

78 

122 

Wis. 

23.25 

36.75 

1.30 

1.85 

100 

84 

119 

Minn. 

20.25 

34.00 

1,35 

1,95 

98, 

79 

124 

Iowa 

25.50 

36.75 

1,45 

2.00 

100 

85 

118 

u_ 
mo  . 

21.50 

30.00 

1,05 

1,35 

91 

74 

123 

N.  Rak. 

15.75 

29 . 50 

1.00 

1.60 

93 

63 

148 

S.  Rak. 

19.50 

32.00 

1,15 

1.75 

94 

62 

152 

Nebr. 

21.50 

31.50 

1.25 

1.70 

101 

63 

160 

Fans.  _ 

22.50 

33.75 

1.70... 

98 

_63 _ 

144 _ 

Rel. 

22.75 

35.75 

1,50 

1.80 

96 

84 

114 

Md. 

25 . 50 

37.75 

1.25 

1,70 

94 

80 

118 

Va. 

21„00 

30.00 

1.05 

1.40 

93 

85 

109 

W.V a. 

20.75 

31.50- 

1.05 

1.45 

91 

78 

117 

N.C. 

16.75 

24.50 

.90 

1.15 

92 

84 

110 

s.c. 

11.75 

17.00 

.60 

.80 

82 

74 

111 

Ga. 

12.25 

17.75 

.  65 

.85 

90 

81 

111 

Fla. 

14.75 

26.50 

.80 

1.25 

91 

81 

112 

Ky. 

19.50 

.  27.50 

.95 

1.25 

89 

83 

107 

Tenn. 

16.00 

23.00 

.80 

1.00 

91 

80 

114 

Ala. 

13.00 

19.00 

.65 

.90 

89 

79 

113 

Miss. 

13.75 

20.50 

.70 

.95 

92 

79 

116 

Ark. 

15. 25 

23.00 

.75 

1.00 

92 

73 

126 

La. 

14.75 

22.50 

.80 

1.05 

90 

76 

113 

Okla. 

19.50 

28.50 

1.00 

1.35 

94 

69 

136 

Tex. 

19.75 

29.00 

1.00 

1.25 

97 

73 

133 

Mont. 

32.50 

48.00 

1.65 

2.40 

100 

69 

145 

Idaho 

32.75 

46.75 

1.70 

2.20 

108 

82 

132 

Wyo. 

33.00 

47.50 

1.55 

2. 15 

99 

80 

124 

Colo. 

27.25 

42.75 

1.35 

1.95 

102 

76 

134 

R.Mex. 

26.75 

38.75 

1.25 

1.65 

90 

77 

117 

Ar  iz. 

34. 50 

52.25 

1.50 

2.00 

99 

78 

127 

Utah 

37.50 

52.75 

2.05 

2.45 

103 

78 

132 

Rev. 

38.75 

57.00  ' 

1.65 

2.15 

108 

82 

132 

Wash. 

30.25 

47.75 

1.70 

2.40 

105 

78 

135 

Oreg. 

31.50 

48.75 

1.65 

2.15 

103. 

81. 

127 

Calif. _ 

_  45.00  . 

_67. 25„ 

2.05 

.  2. 75_  _ 

J.05 _ 

82 _ 

_  128 _ 

u,  S_ _ 

_  24.86  . 

_34. 92_ 

1.20 

.  !• 53_ 

_  94i_8_ 

.  _ 

79.2  _ 

_  119.7  _ 

-  7  - 


FARM  WAGE  RATES  AND  INDEX  NUMBERS,  UNITED  STATES,  BY  YEARS  1909-38, 


AND 

BY  -QUARTERS , 

JAN.  1923-JAN.  .1939  1/ 

Farm  wage 

rates 

Weighted 

Index 

Year  and 

Per 

month 

Per 

day 

average 

numbers 

quarter 

~  With"" 

hoard 

:  Without 
:  hoard 

:  With  : 

:  hoard 

Without 

hoard 

rate  per 
month  2 / 

of  farm  r/age 
rates  (1910- 

_  14 J3 _iooI 

Dollars 

Do  1  lar  s 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Percent 

1909 

22.21 

28,10 

1,09 

1.30 

23,77 

96 

1910 

21,22 

28.08 

1.12 

1.39 

23,93 

97 

1911 

21.49 

28,54 

1.13 

1.39 

24. 15 

98 

1912 

22,23 

29,34 

1,18 

1,43 

24.98 

101 

1913 

22.89 

30.21 

1.20 

1,46 

25.59 

103 

1914 

22.62 

29.74 

1.17 

1.43 

25.13 

101 

1915 

22.97 

30.06 

1.18 

1.44 

25.41 

103 

1916 

25.17 

32.84 

1.31 

1.58 

27.93 

113 

1917 

31.11 

40,52 

1.65 

1,98 

34.79 

141 

1918 

37.96 

48.80 

2.15 

2.54 

43.73 

177 

1919 

43.29 

56,63 

2.54 

3.03 

51.13 

207 

1920 

51.73 

65.40 

2.98 

3. 46 

59.88 

242 

1921 

33.62 

44.  67 

1.77 

2.12 

38.29 

155 

1922 

32.75 

43.33 

1.73 

2.07 

37.47 

151 

1923 

37.24 

48- .  25 

1.89 

2.25 

41.87 

169 

1924 

37.92 

49 . 32 

1.94 

2.29 

42.91 

173 

1925 

38.77 

49.90 

1.97 

2.29 

43.51 

176 

1926 

39.87 

50.83 

1.98 

2.31 

44.36 

179 

1927 

40.11 

50.85 

1.98 

2.28 

44.36 

179 

1928 

40.11 

50.72 

1.98 

2.27 

44.  28 

179 

1929 

40.61 

51.22 

1.96 

2.25 

44.52 

130 

1930 

37.59 

48.10 

1.76 

2.08 

41.25 

167 

1931 

28.77 

38.38 

1.32 

1.62 

32.11 

130 

1932 

20.85 

28.88 

.94 

1.20 

23.66 

96 

1933 

18.07 

25.67 

.85 

1.11 

21.10 

85 

1934 

20.24 

28.19 

.98 

1.26 

23.61 

95 

1935 

22.42 

30.24 

1.07 

1.33 

25.53 

103 

1936 

24. 53 

rzo  do 

Oi-s  •  *00 

1.15 

1.42 

27.  51 

111 

1937 

28.00 

36.32 

1.33 

1.61 

31.25 

126 

1938 

27.72 

35.  63 

1.31 

1.58 

30.61 

124 

1923: 

t 

Jan. 

31.48 

42.49 

1.55 

1.93 

35.80 

145 

Apr. 

34.77 

45.45 

1.62 

1.99 

38.28 

155 

July 

39.44 

50.62 

1.97 

2.36 

43.94 

■177 

Oct. 

39.35 

50.13 

2.15 

2.44 

44.78 

-181 

1924: 

Jan. 

35.81 

47.99 

1.89 

2.28 

41.54 

168 

Apr. 

37,74 

48.64 

1.84 

2.18. 

41.91 

169 

July 

38.84 

.  50.24 

1.97 

2.34 

43.72 

177 

Oct. 

38.79 

50.10 

2.05 

2.37 

44.09 

173 

Footnotes  on  page  10. 
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BARM  WAGE  RATE  AND  INDEX  -  NUMBERS ,  '  UNITED  STATES,  BY  YEARS  7.909-33, 

AND  BY  QUARTERS  JAN.'  1923-JAN.  "1939  1/  Continued 


Year  and 
quarter 

»> 

per 

With 

hoard 

Earm  -wage 

month 

:  Without 
:  hoard: 

rates 

:  Per 

• 

:  With 
:  hoard 

day 

:  Without 
:  hoard- 

Weighted  * 
average  ’ 

rate  per  | 
month  2 /  * 

Index  num¬ 
bers  of 
farm  wage ' 
rates  (1910 
1914  -  100) 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Do 1 lar  s 

Percent 

1925:  . 

-  • 

•  ■ 

** 

Jan. 

35,03 

.  47.44 

.  1,83 

2,21 

40,85 

*  165 

Apr . 

38,35 

48,83 

.  1,85 

2.18 

'  42,  40 

'  171  ’ 

July 

40.17 

50.87 

.  2.02 

2.32 

'  44. 62 

;  iso 

Oct . 

n  C  r>  P  • 

39.79 

50.82 

.  2,11 

2.38 

'  45.03 

•  182 

Xv  Uf 

J  an. 

36.04 

.  48.95 

1.62 

2,24 

41.20 

'  166 

Apr . 

39,03 

49.70 

.  1,S6 

2.20 

43.00 

'  174  ' 

July 

41.49 

51.80 

2.04 

2.34 

45.53 

;  184 

Oct. 

40.99 

51.83 

2.09 

2.42 

'  45,86 

;  185 

1927: 

Jan. 

37,51 

49,85 

1.89 

2.26 

42,78 

173 

Apr. 

39,39 

49.92 

1.86 

2.20 

43.22 

175 

July 

41.34 

51.86 

2.02 

2.30 

45.26 

183 

Oct. 

41,42 

51.57 

2.12 

2.35 

45.72 

185 

1928: 

J  an. 

35.72 

48.86 

1.85 

2.21 

41.91 

169 

Apr. 

39.44 

49 . 61 

1.85 

2.17 

43.06 

174  ’ 

July 

41.05 

51.56 

1.97 

2,28 

44.87 

‘  181 

Oct. 

41.50 

51.65 

2.15 

2.36 

45.89 

;  185 

1929: 

’  • 

J  an. 

38.01 

49.92 

. :  1.89 

2.25 

43.00 

174 

Apr. 

39.90 

50.19 

1.87 

2.17 

43.42 

175  ’ 

July 

42.21 

52.92 

2.04 

2.31 

46.01 

'  186 

Oct. 

41.48 

51.39 

2.03 

2.28 

45.19 

;  183 

1930:  . 

J  an. 

37.17 

49.36 

1.81 

2.17 

42.03 

■  170 

Apr. 

39.22 

49 . 51 

1.81 

2.14 

42.68 

172 

July 

39.35 

49.83 

1.85 

2.15 

42.91 

173 

Oct. 

36.78 

46.  57 

1.72 

2.00 

40.08 

162 

1931: 

J  an. 

30.61 

42.27 

1.46 

1.82 

35.14 

142 

•  Apr* 

30.58 

39,97 

1.39 

1.68 

33.71 

136 

July 

30.01 

39.64 

1.33 

1.68 

33.31 

135 

Oct. 

27,25 

36.15 

1.23 

1.52 

30.26 

122 

1932: 

* 

Jan. 

23,04 

33.13 

1.07 

1.39 

26.84 

108 

Apr . 

22.34 

30.40 

1.00 

*'•  1.28 

25,17 

102. 

July 

21.19 

28.78 

.95 

1.19 

23.70 

96 

Oct. 

19.93 

27.63 

.90 

1.14 

22.61 

91 

1933: 

Jan. 

16.74 

24.95 

.78 

1.03 

19.89 

80 

Apr. 

16.  60 

23.  64 

.76 

.99 

19.24 

78 

July 

18.34 

25.72 

.86 

1.10 

21.12 

85 

Oct. 

19.65 

27.35 

.94 

1.23 

22.88 

92 

“’-'otnotes  on  page  10. 
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Earm  wage  rates 

• 

• 

Weighted 

:  Index 

Year  and 

Per 

month 

:  :  Per 

day  : ' 

• 

• 

average 

: numbers  of 

quarter 

• 

rate  per 

: f arm  wage 
: rates  (1910- 

With 

:  Without 

:  With 

:  Without  : 

month  2 / 

board 

:  board 

: :  board 

:  board  : 

:  1914  «  100) 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Percent 

1934: 

J  an. 

17.37 

26.31 

.88 

1.20 

21.50 

87 

Apr, 

19.97 

27.71 

.95 

1.23 

23. 17 

94 

July 

20.81 

28.52 

1.01 

1.27 

24.00 

97 

Oct. 

21.23 

28.91 

1.02 

1.30 

24.  45 

99 

1935:  . 

■  - 

■  • 

- 

Jan. 

19.14 

23.17 

.93 

1.26 

23.13 

93 

Apr. 

21.62 

29.57 

.99 

1.28 

24.  67 

100 

July 

23. 33 

30.82 

1.09 

1.35 

26.14 

106 

Oct. 

23.61 

31.04 

1.16 

1.38 

26.63 

108 

1936: 

Jan. 

20.89 

29 . 69 

1.02 

1.32 

24.  68 

100 

Apr. 

23.58 

31.13 

1.06 

1.33 

■  26.23 

106 

July 

25.61 

32.99 

1.21 

1.44 

’  28.31 

114 

Oct. 

25.74 

33.27 

1.22 

1.49 

28.73 

116 

19  37: 

J  an. 

23.37 

32.62 

1.12 

1. 45 

27.29 

110 

Apr. 

26.90 

35.06 

1.19 

1.49 

29.62 

120 

July 

29.31 

37.24 

1.41 

1.66 

32.35 

131 

Oct . 

29.84 

38.11 

1.46 

1.73 

33.25 

134 

1938:  . 

Jan. 

25.18 

34.70 

1.22 

1.55 

29.26 

118 

Apr. 

27.60 

33.82 

1.25 

1.55 

29.88 

121 

July 

28.95 

37.28 

1.38 

1.63 

‘ 32.00 

129 

Oct. 

28.25 

36.09 

1.36 

1.59 

' 31.20 

126 

1939: 

Jan. 

24.86 

34.92 

1.20 

1.53 

29.03 

117 

1/  Revised. 

2/  This  column  has  significance  only  as  an  essential  step  in  computing  the 
wage  rate  index. 


Continued  .irom  p.  6.  Extensive  Revisions  in  Labor  Series 

Readers  of  the  Bureau’s  reports  on  farm  labor  will  note  that  many  revisions 
hs.ve  been  made  in  the  series  presented  in  this  issue.  Data  on  agricultural  em¬ 
ployment,  recently  published  in  the  aforementioned  Works  Progress  Administration 
report,  have  been  brought  to  date  in  this  release  and  substituted  for  statistics 
relating  to  the  average  number  of  persons'  employed  on  farms  of  crop  reporters. 

The  availability  of  these  more  comprehensive  series  of  employment  statistics  has 
made  possible  the  re-weighting  of  regional  data  on  wage  rates,  the  supply  of  and 
demand  for  farm  labor.  Data  from  other  labor  surveys  made  by  the  Bureau  also  have 
provided  weights  for  the  different  classes  of  wage  rates,  by  regions,  enabling  the 
combination  of  monthly  rates  and  the  monthly  equivalent  of  day  rates  for  index 
number  construction  more  in  line  with  the  proportion  of  total  wage  earners  hired 
in  each  manner  than  has  been  possible  heretofore. 

Prior  to  the  issuance  of  this  report,  the  Bureau  has  used  the  number  of  hired 
farm  workers,  shorn  by  the  1920  Census  of  Occupations,  as  weights  for  State 

Continued  on  page  11 
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UNITED  STATES  EEPAP.T1.CEET  OE  AGRICULTURE 
Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics 


Earm  Wage  Rate  Index  Numbers,  United  States,  1909-38 

(Average  1910-14  -  100) 


Revision  of  national  wage  rate  series  inade  Tittle  difference  in  the  wage  rate 
1921 »  riie  net.  index  series  was  15  points  higher  than  that  based  on  the  nnrevised 
wage  rates  in  1930.  In  1938 »  the  new  index  was  8  points  higher. 


index  prior  to 
averages  of. 


Continued  from  page  10« 

averages  of  farm  wage  rates  in  computing  Rational  averages.  These  weights  were  not 
changed  when  the  1930  Census  of  Occupations  was  released,  "because  of  an  unfortunate 
lack  of  facilities  for  the  re- computation  and  general  revision  of  United  States 
averages  of  farm  wage  rates  during  the  twenties.  Such  revisions  would  have  been 
necessary  to  maintain  the  historical  series  on  a  basis  comparable  with  Rational 
averages  of  data  currently  collected. 

The  magnitude  of  the  revision  in  the  old  series  of  index  numbers-  of  farm,  wage 
rates  is  shown  in  the  above  chart.  The  new  wage  robe  index  series  has  -been  from  6 
to  8  points  higher  than  the  old  series  during  the  past  2  years  although  both  in¬ 
dexes  use  the  1910-1914  period  as  a  pre-war  base.  The  principal  reason  for  the  high¬ 
er  level  of  the  new  index  during  recent  years  is  the  increo.se  in  the  proportion  of 
the  total  number  of  agricultural  wage  workers  hired  in  the  relatively  high  wage-rate 
areas  of  the  Ear  West.  Increased  mechanization  of  farming  operations  in  the  Rorth 
Central  States  has  enabled  the  farm  family  to  do  a  larger  proportion  of  the  total 
farm  work.  The  natural  growth  of  western  agriculture  has  increased  production  of 
fruit,  truck,  cotton,  and  other  crops  in  pacific  Coast  States  and  in  other  relative¬ 
ly  high  wage  areas.  „ 


II 


FARM  EMPLOYMENT:  NUMBER  OF  PERSONS  EMPLOYED  ON  THE  FIRST  OF  EACH  MONTH, 

UNITED  STATES,  1930-38  1/ 

(Thousands) 


Month 

1930  : 

• 

• 

1931  : 

1932 

1933 

1934  : 

1935  : 

1936  : 

• 

• 

1937  : 

1938 

_T0TAL__EMPL0YMENT 

Jan. 

1 

8,980 

8,951 

8,931 

8,958 

9,044 

9,175 

9,152 

8,835 

8,762 

F  eh . 

1 

_L 

9,268 

9,397 

9,408 

9,415 

9 , 333 

9,299 

9,370 

9,002 

8,970 

Mar . 

1 

9,782 

9,959 

9,875 

9,638 

9 , 592 

9,712 

9 , 742 

9,321 

9,308 

^  v» 

2”  J  J.  « 

1 

10,759 

10,841 

10 , 744 

10,676 

10,818 

10,678 

10,582 

10,113 

10,121 

T  f  p  r 

j  ‘■'-■■j 

1 

12,137 

11,810 

11,885 

11,787 

11,740 

11,750 

11,631 

11,393 

11,399 

June 

1 

13,103 

12,865 

12,611 

12,672 

12,695 

12,923 

12,688 

12,608 

12,305 

July 

1 

12,861 

12,512 

12,407 

12,379 

12, 551 

12,554 

12,228 

12,414 

12,473 

Aug. 

1 

11,525 

11,402 

11 , 380 

11,494 

10,911 

11,910 

11,254 

11,199 

11,299 

Sept . 

1 

11,877 

11,892 

11,734 

11,832 

11,325 

11,790 

12,050 

11,683 

11,595 

Oct . 

1 

12,605 

12,630 

12,502 

12,470 

12,000 

12,409 

12,263 

12,341 

12,054 

Nov. 

1 

11,462 

11,757 

11,44-9 

11,347 

10,835 

11,914 

11,112 

11,483 

11,156 

Dec. 

1 

9,715 

9,890 

9,871 

9,563 

9 , 381 

9,947 

9,888 

9,570 

9,482 

Av. 

11,173 

11,159 

11,069 

11,023 

10,852 

11,172 

10,997 

10,830 

10,745 

FAMILY 

WORKERS 

Jan. 

1 

6,926 

7,041 

7,139 

7,228 

7,355 

7,482 

7,455 

7,153 

7,051 

Feh, 

1 

7,254 

7,511 

7,579 

7,504 

7,495 

7,543 

7,530 

7,163 

7,132 

Mar. 

1 

7,467 

7,627 

7,837 

7,748 

7,739 

7,776 

7,759 

7,364 

7,390 

Apr. 

1 

8,094 

8,186 

8 , 379 

8 , 436 

8,506 

8,448 

8,214 

7,822 

7,834 

May 

1 

8,962 

8,875 

9,145 

9,193 

9,174 

9,202 

8,975 

8,726 

8,783 

June 

1 

9,671 

9,663 

9 , 696 

9,761 

9,797 

10,025 

9 , 664 

9,581 

9,484 

July 

1 

9 , 348 

9,274 

9,410 

9,488 

9 , 521 

9,609 

9,373 

9,314 

9,321 

Aug. 

1 

8,336 

8,452 

8,643 

8,784 

8 , 468 

9 , 005 

8,553 

8 , 274 

8,335 

Sept , 

1 

8,687 

8,975 

8,982 

9,050 

8,777 

9,002 

9 , 053 

8,685 

8,563 

Oct , 

1 

•  9,183 

9 , 393 

9,497 

9 , 479 

9,168 

9,498 

9,295 

9,133 

8,896 

tei 

o 

< 

m 

1 

8,488 

8,860 

8,755 

8,800 

8 , 4-21 

9,152 

8,457 

8,648 

8,433 

Dec. 

1 

7,456 

7,762 

7,793 

7,612 

7,556 

7,709 

7,698 

7,416 

7,366 

Av. 

8,323 

8,469 

8,571 

8,590 

8,506 

8 , 704 

8,502 

8,273 

8,216 

• 

HIRED 

WORKERS 

Jan. 

1 

2,054 

1,910 

1,792 

1,730 

1,689 

1,693 

1,697 

1,682 

1,711 

Feh . 

1 

2,014 

1,886 

1,829 

1,911 

1 , 838 

1,756 

1,840 

1 , 839 

1,838 

Mar . 

1 

2,315 

2,332 

2,038 

1,940 

1,353 

1,936 

1,983 

1,957 

1,918 

Apr. 

1 

2,665 

2,655 

2,365 

2,240 

2,312 

2,230 

2,368 

2,291 

2,287 

May 

1 

3,175 

2,935 

2,740 

2,594 

2,566 

2,548 

2,656 

2,667 

2,616 

June 

1 

3,432 

3,202 

2,915 

2,911 

2,898 

2,898 

3,024 

3,027 

2,821 

July 

1 

3,513 

3,238 

3,032 

2,891 

2,930 

2,945 

2,855 

3,100 

3,152 

Aug. 

1 

3,189 

2,950 

2,737 

2,710 

2,443 

2,905 

2,701 

2,925 

2,964 

Sept . 

1 

3,190 

2,917 

2,752 

2,782 

2,548 

2,788 

2,997 

2,998 

3,032 

Oct. 

1 

O  , 

n  Or’O 

3,005 

2,991 

2,832 

2,911 

2,968 

3,208 

3,158 

Nov. 

1 

2,974 

2,897 

2,694 

2,547 

2,414 

2,762 

2,655 

2,835 

2,733 

Dec. 

1 

2,259 

2,128 

2,078 

1 , 951 

1,825 

2,238 

2,190 

2,154 

2,116 

Av. 

2,850 

2 , 690 

2,498 

2,433 

2,346 

2,468 

2,494 

2,557 

2,529 

1/  Data 

from  1930  to  1936  from 

Shaw ,  E.E.  and  H< 

Dpkins,  J 

.A. ,  Trends  in  Employ- 

ment 

in  Agriculture,  1909* 

-36,  Works  Progress  Administration,  National  Res 

9  arch 

Project  Report  No.  A-8,  Philadelphia,  Penna. ,  Nov.  1938,  Page  153. 
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•MU'BIT  flon 

UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OE  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

Washington,  D.  C. 

July  14,  1939. 

Farm  Wage  Rate  Index  Down 
3  Po i NTs  from  Year  Ago 

Wage  rates  paid  to . agricultural  workers  increased  slightly  less  than 
usual  during  the  April- June  quarter  this  year,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
reported  today.  At  106  percent  of  pre-war,  the  Julv  1  level  was-  5  points  higher 
than  on  April  1,  but  was  the  lowest  July  wage  index  since  1936.  It  was  3  points 
lower  than  on  July  1,  1938. 

All  classes  of  farm  wage  rates  advanced  during  the  second  quarter,  the 
wages  per  day  with  board  showing  the  greatest  percentage  increase.  The  July  1 
rates  were  consistently  lower,  however,  than  a  year  earlier.  Day  rates  increased 
moat  since  April  in  the  West  North  Central  States  where  the  winter  wheat  harvest 
materially  increased- labor  requirements.  The  change  in  day  rates  was  slight  in 
the  East  South  Central  States.  Cotton  chopping  had  been  largely  completed  in 
many  southeastern  areas. 

Labor  Supply  Smaller;  Demand  Greater 

Reports  received  from  crop  correspondents  indicate  that  the  supply  of 
farm  labor  in  relation  to  demand  remained  above  normal  on  July  1,  although  some¬ 
what  below  the  level  prevailing  3  months  ago.  The  supply  of  labor  in  rural  areas 
that  was  available  for  farm  work  averaged  89.6  percent  of  normal  on  July  1,  com¬ 
pared  with  93  percent  in  April  and  with  92.3  percent  a  year  ago.  Data  available 
through  May  indicate  a  slight  increase  in  employment  in  manufacturing  industries 
as  compared  with  July  1  of  last  year. 

The  demand  for  farm  labor,  as  reported  by  crop  correspondents ,  increased 
from  82.8  percent  of  normal  on  April  1  to  84.6  percent  on  July  1.  The  upturn 
was  general  in  all  parts  of  the  country  except  in  the  Rocky  Mountain  States 
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where,  from  Wyoming  south  to  Arizona  and  New  Mexico,  minor  declines  were  rather 
uniformly  recorded.  Farm  labor  requirement  rose  in  most  sections,  however,  as 
the  small  grain  harvest  got  under  way.  Demand  for  farm  labor  on  July  1  was  re¬ 
ported  eight-tenths  of  a  point  higher  than  on  the  same  date  last  year. 


Farm  Employment  Dorm 

Farm  employment  declined  during  June  with  a  decrease  in  the  number  of 
family  workers  more  than  offsetting  the  slight  increase  in  hired  workers  during 
the  month.  Total  employment  on  farms  in  the  United  States  was  estimated  at 
12,215,000  on  July  1.  This  was  about  1  percent  less  than  a  month  earlier  but 
about  23  percent  more  than  on  April  1.  On  July  1  a  year  ago  farm  employment 
was  estimated  at  12,473,0^0  persons. 

The  small  grain  harvest  was  in  full  swing  on  the  first  of  July  in  most 
Winter  Wheat  States,  except  in  sections  where  heavy  rains  interfered  with  field 
work.  These  wet  areas  included  parts  of  the  western  Ohio  and  lower  Mississippi 
valleys,  and  the  southwestern  Wheat  Belt.  Rains  also  interfered  with  crop  cul¬ 
tivation  in  many  parts  of  the  Cotton  Belt. 

Compared  with  a  month  earlier,  more  hired  farm  workers  were  employed  on 
July  1  in  all  sections  of  the  country  except  the  South  Atlantic  and  East  South 
Central  States  where  cotton  chopping  was  nearly  finished. 

The  estimated  number  of  hired  hands  employed  on  farms  on  July  1  was 
3,031,000.  This  was  about  6  percent  more  than  a  month  earlier  and  about  41  per¬ 
cent  more  than  on  April  1.  Hired  employment  on  July  1,  however,  totaled  about 
2  percent  less  than  a  year  earlier  when  farm  product  prices  were  at  a  somewhat 
higher  level. 


The  number  of  unpaid  family  workers  (including  farm  operators)  was  esti¬ 
mated  at  9,124,000  on  July  1.  This  was  about  3  percent  less  than  a  month  earli¬ 
er,  but  about  17  percent  more  than  on.  April  1.  A  year  ago  approximately  9,321,030 
family  workers  were  actively  engaged  /ftbie.  work  on  farms  in  the  United  States. 
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UNITED  'STATES  LFEARTMENT  HOF  AGRICULTURE 
■Agricultural  -Marketing  Service 


Washington,  D.  C. 
July  14,  1939 


FARM  WACrE  RATES  AND  RELATED  DATA 

WITH 


UNITED  STATES 
C01.1P.4R I  SONS 


JULY  1,  1939, 


Annual  «■ 

• 

» 

•  - 

average 

1910-14 

April  1, 
*  1938 

;  July  1 

;  1938 

« 

, April  1, 

;  1939 

.  July  1, 
1939 

* 

FARM  WADE  INDEX:  • 

Unadjusted  T 

100 

121 

129 

121 

126 

Adjusted  for  seasonality 

FARM  WAGE  RATES:  -  - 

100 

123 

125 

123 

122 

Per  month,  with  board 

: $20.41 

$27.60 

$28.95 

$27.08 

$28.18 

Per  'month,  without  board 

29  .,09 

33.82 

37.28 

35.42 

36.26 

Per  day,  with  board 

1.10 

1.25 

1.38 

«  1.23 

1.36 

Per  day,  without  board 

1.43 

1.55 

1.-63 

1.53 

1.59 

SUPPLY  'OF  AND  DEMAND  FOR  FARM  LABOR 

(Percentage  of  normal) 

Supply 

93.9 

1/92.3 

.  93.0 

89.6 

Demand 

.  — — 

81.9 

1/83.8 

82.8 

84.6 

Supply  as  a  percentage  of  demand 

.  — * 

114.7 

1/110.1 

112 . 3 

105.9 

FARM  EMPLOYMENT ;  . 

* 

(Thousands  of. persons) 

Family  labor 

7 , 844 

9 , 321 

7,773 

9,124 

Hired  labor 

— — 

2,287 

3,152 

2,187 

3,091 

Combined  .  ' 

— 

10,131 

12,473 

9,960 

12,215 

RELATED  INDEXES: 

- 

Prices  received  by  farmers.  3/ 
Ratio  of  prices  received  to 

100 

94 

> 

95 

89 

1/  89 

farm  wage  rates 

100 

78 

74 

74 

71 

Industrial  wage,  rates  4 / 

— 

204  / 

205 

211 

5/210 

Industrial  enployfaent  6/ 

— 

86 

82 

91 

5/  90 

Industrial  payrolls  6/ 

75  / 

71 

85 

5/  84 

1.  /Revised. 

• 

2 /Estimates  of-  actual  employment  are  shown 

in  pl.ace  of  numbe 

r  of  persons 

er:p"i  c-yed  per  100-  crop-reporting  farms, 
xj  Aks  of  the  15th.  of  the  mo-nth. 

4  Average  weekly  earnings,.  New  York  State  factories,  June  1914  =  100. 

5_/ May  1939  -  latest  data  available. 

.6/ Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  in;  exes  for  manufacturing  industries,  revised 
1923—1925  «  100.. 

TyJune  1939  -latest  data  available. 


Based  on  reports  from  approximately  21 
.vious  quarters,  by  States,  appear  in  Crops 

and  October. 


163  correspondents .  The  data  for  pre- 
and  Markets  for  January,  April,  July 


-  *3  - 


•  FARM  WAGE  HATES  AND  RELATED  DATA*  BY  GEOGRAPHIC  DIVISIONS, 

JULY  1,  1939,  WITH  COMPARISONS 


• 

• 

Geographic  : 

Annual 

average 

•  • 

•  • 

:  April  1,  : 

July  1, 

• 

• 

:  April  1 , 

July  1, 

_dj.vj.si.on- _ a 

_1910-14_ 

_1938  _  a 

_  1938_  _ 

A  _  JL9j39__  _ 

-  JIS32  - 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

FARM  WAGE  RATES 

•  Per  month  with  hoard 

Hew  England 

24 .18 

31 .83 

33.40 

31.92 

32  .96 

Middle  Atlantic 

22  .25 

29  .18 

30.05 

28  .48 

29  .23 

East  Worth  Central 

23.75 

29  .11 

29  .91 

28  .80 

29.57 

West  Worth  Central 

26.32 

28  .35 

29  .47 

28.21 

29  .05 

South  Atlantic 

14.62 

16.50 

17.06 

16.10 

16.89  - 

East  South  Central 

14.71 

15.78 

15.98 

15.97 

16.47 

West  South  Central 

17.35 

18.70 

19.39 

18.54 

19.19 

Mountain 

32  .43 

34.95 

37 .37 

35.03 

37.24 

Pacific 

33 .45 

44.39 

44  .19 

40.89 

43 .18 

Per  month  without  hoard 

Hew  England 

37  .70 

55.66 

57.23 

56  .23 

57.24 

Middle  Atlantic 

33  .41 

46.01 

46.56 

45.39 

45.56 

East  Worth  Central 

32  .80 

41.03 

41 .91 

40,91 

41.71 

West  Worth  Central 

36  ,86 

38  .93 

39  .82 

38  .41 

39  .19 

South  Atlantic 

20.97 

24 .43 

25.11 

24 .32 

25.17 

East  South  Central 

20.80 

22  .73 

23.05 

22,95 

23.57 

fest  South  Central 

24.93 

27.29 

28.37 

26  .94 

27.68 

Mountain 

46  .42 

51.00 

53.53 

51 .00 

53.64 

Pacific 

48  .16 

66  .68 

65.96 

62.31 

64.04 

Per  day  with  hoard 

Wew  England 

1.27 

1.73 

1 .84 

1.73 

1.79 

Middle  Atlantic 

1 .24 

1 .69 

1  .79 

1 .64 

1.74 

East  Worth  Central 

1.31 

1.53 

1 .66 

1 .50 

1.66 

West  Worth  Central 

1.46 

1.39 

1.56 

1.38 

1.57 

South  Atlantic 

.81 

.86 

.89 

.84 

.90 

East  South  Central 

.81 

.78 

.80 

.78 

.81 

West  South  Central 

.98 

.93 

.99 

.92 

1.00 

Mountain 

1.50 

1.63 

1.74 

1.61 

1.75 

pacific 

1 .49 

1.95 

2.10 

1.96 

2.00 

Per  day  without  hoard 
Wew  England 

1.71 

2.55 

2.62 

2.72 

2.71 

Middle  Atlantic 

1.63 

2.32 

2.37 

2.26 

2.33 

East  Worth  Central 

1.68 

2.02 

2.16 

2.03 

2.15 

West  Worth  Central 

1.88 

1.92 

2.C9 

1.87 

2.06 

South  Atlantic 

1.05 

1.15 

1.19 

1 .14 

1.20 

East  South  Central 

1.05 

1.00 

1.03 

1.02 

1.04 

West  South  Central 

1 .25 

1.22 

1 .28 

1.18 

1.26 

Mountain 

2.05 

2.19 

2.31 

2.22 

2.34 

Pacific 

2.06 

2.81 

2.78 

2.66 

2.70 

ces 
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FARM  WAGE  RATES  AND  RELATED  DATA,  BY  GEOGRAPHIC  DIVISIONS, 
JULY  1,  1939,  WITH  COMPARISONS  *'  ‘  . 


•  f  • 

•  ft 


Geographic 

:  April  1, 

:  July  1,: 

April  1,: 

July  1,: 

April  1, : 

July'l, 

divisions 

:  1937 

:  19371/: 

1938  : 

19381/: 

1939  : 

1939 

SUPPLY  OE  FARM  LABOR  (Percentage 

of  normal) 

New  England 

87 .0 

79  .1 

29  .9 

94  .9 

92.0 

87.5 

Middle  Atlantic 

81.0 

71 .8 

88.2 

87.1 

90.8 

87.3 

East  North  Central 

83.4 

77.2 

96  .4 

93.1 

94.1 

90.9 

West  North  Central 

91 .8 

34.7 

94  .7 

92.0 

95.0 

91 .8 

South  Atlantic 

82.7 

73.3 

89  ,1 

88  .1 

88  .6 

84 .4 

East  South  Central 

85*9 

81 .4 

89.3. 

87.5 

88.2 

83.0 

West  South  Central 

91.0 

90.1 

91,7 

92 ,1 

92.1 

89  .4 

Mountain 

93.7 

90 .2 

102.9 

98.6 

99.4 

9.7.2 

Pacific 

96  .4 

92.7 

104.9 

104.3 

104.0 

101 .0 

DEMAND  FOR  FARM  LABOR  (Percentage 

of  normal) 

■  • » 

New  England 

92  .3 

95.0 

84.3 

87.4 

86.8 

89  .9 

Middle  Atlantic 

90.8 

94.4 

86.3 

86.7 

84.3 

85.3 

East  North  Central 

92.0 

95 .0 

83.5 

86.6 

84.5 

87,3 

West  North  Central 

79.4 

86  *6 

79.5 

84.6 

80.1 

81 .9 

South  Atlantic 

91 .3 

93.4 

84,4 

85.8 

87.0 

87.9 

East  South  Central 

•  90.2 

90.7 

84 .4 

83.4 

86.1 

89.7 

West  South  Central 

79.7 

85.7 

76.9 

78  .2 

75  .0 

78  .2 

Mountain 

85.2 

88.8 

78 .4 

82  A 

81.4 

80  .3' 

Pacific 

89,5 

93.2 

79  .9 

81.2 

80 ,8 

85.4 

SUPPLY  AS  A  PERCENTAGE 

OF  DEMAND 

(percentage 

of  normal) 

*  . 

New  England 

94.3 

83.3 

118.5 

108.6 

106  ,0 

97.3 

Middle  Atlantic 

89  .2 

76  .1 

102  .2 

100.5 

107.7 

102.3 

East  North  Central 

90.7 

81 .3 

115.4 

107.5 

111.4 

104.1 

West  North  Central 

115.6 

97.8 

119.1 

108.7 

118.6 

112.1 

South  Atlantic 

90.6 

83.8 

105.6 

102.7 

101.8 

96.0 

East  South  Central 

95.2 

89  .7 

105.8 

104.9 

102  .4 

92.5 

West  South  Central 

114 .2 

105.1 

119  .2 

117.8 

122.8 

114.3 

Mountain 

110.0 

101 .6 

131 .2 

119.7 

122  ,1 

121.0 

Pacific 

107 .7 

S9.5 

131.3 

128  .4 

128  .7 

118.3 

FARM  EMPLOYMENT  (Thous 

ands  of  per 

sons) 

Total 

family  and  hired 

New  England 

248 

281 

253 

284 

241 

277 

Middle  Atlantic 

586 

720 

605 

719 

594 

728 

East  North  Central 

1,476 

1,666 

1,469 

1 

,688 

1,451 

1,611 

West  North  Central 

1,575 

1,959 

1,590 

1 

,942 

1,582 

1,905 

-South  Atlantic 

1,981 

2,489 

1,988 

2 

,574 

1,975 

2,458 

East  -South  Central 

1, 639 

2,048 

1,665 

2 

,010 

1,603 

2,027 

West  South  Central 

1,632 

2,170 

1*630 

2 

,143 

1,573 

2,118 

Mountain 

442 

533 

404 

527 

415 

501 

Pacific 

534 

543 

527 

586 

526 

590 

JL/jSupply  of  and  demand  for  farm 

labor,  and  £ 

supply- demand  ratios 

revised. 
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FARM  WAGE  RATES  AND  RELATED  DATA,  BY  GEOGRAPHIC  DIVISIONS, 
JULY  1,  1939,  WITH  COMPARISONS  ( Continued) 


Geographic 

:  April  1 , 

:  July  1, 

:  April  1,: 

July  1, 

:  April  1,:  July  1, 

_ Division 

JL937  _ 

1  _1937  _ 

1  _  1938_  i 

_1938  _ 

1  _  1039_  1  _1939  _ 

FARM  EMPLOYMENT 

Fom  i^y_L abor_ 

Hew  England 

162 

176 

163 

175 

161  172 

Middle  Atlantic 

406 

461 

412 

458 

410  469 

East  North  Central 

1,153 

1,249 

1,156 

1,261 

1,148  1,209 

West  North  Central 

1,288 

1,486 

1,278 

1,459 

1,286  1,437 

South  Atlantic 

1,486 

1,920 

1,511 

1,970 

1,496  1,859 

Bast  South  Central 

1,398 

1,762 

1,441 

1,749 

1,386  1,742 

West  South  Central 

1,322  y 

1,621  ' 

1,298 

1,633 

1,268  1,601 

Mountain 

296 

328 

286 

309 

290  305 

Pacific 

311  > 

311 

299 

307 

328  330 

Hired  Labor 

New  England 

86 

105 

90 

109 

80  105 

Middle  Atlantic 

180 

259 

193 

261 

184  259 

East  North  Central 

323 

417 

313 

427 

303  402 

West  North  Central 

28? 

473 

312 

483 

296  468 

South  Atlantic 

495 

569 

477 

604. 

479  599 

East  South  Central 

241 

286 

224 

261 

217  285 

West  South  Central 

310 

549  • 

332 

510 

305  517 

Mountain 

146 

210 

118 

218 

125  196 

Pacific 

223 

232 

228 

279 

198  260 

- 0 - — 

\*<*£  ; 

Farm  Employment  Trend  Down 
in  East  South  Central  States 

A  study  of  employment  on  farms  in  the  East  South  Central  States  shows  a  de¬ 
crease  each  year  since  1335.  Total  employment  in  this  region  averaged  1,766,000 
in  1938.  This  was  about  2  percent  less  than  the  average  for  1937  and  about  6  per¬ 
cent  less  than  for  1935. 

Total  agricultural  employment  tended  to  increase  in  this  area  from  1930  to 
1935  influenced  largely  by  additions  to  the  number  of  family  workers  employed  on 
farms.  Low  farm  incomes  in  1932  and  the  drought  of  1934  which  affected  some  of 
these  States  we re  accompanied  by  declines  in  the  number  of  hired  hands  employed 
in  these  years. 

Seasonal  Variation  in  Farm  Wage  Rates 

Farm  wage  rates  have  a  nronounced  seasonal  variation.  They  normally  rise 
about  7  percent  from  the  low  winter  level  to  that  maintained  during  the  summer  and 
fall.  Labor  requirements  usually  are  considerably  higher  on  farms  in  the  United 
States  during  the  summer  and  fall  than  during  the  winter  months.  Labor  requirements 
for  the  production  and  care  of  most  kinds  of  livestock  remain  fairly  constant 
throughout,  the  year.  But  for  crop  production  they  are  much  greater  during  the 
harvest  season  from  June  to  November  when  new  crop  cultivation,  and  many  other  jobs 
also  must  be  performed.  Thus,  seasonal  fluctuation  in  the  demand  for  hired  labor 
ordinarily  results  in  considerable  seasonal  variation  in  farm  wage  rates. 

Continued  on  page  11 
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Farm  Wage  Rates  and  Related  Data,  by  States,  July  1,  1939 


Per  month 


Per  day 


Supply  of  and  demand 
_  lor  iarnul^bar _ 


State 

•  • 

Without 

board 

;  With 
\  b  oard 

*  Without 

*  board 

: Guuply  as 

: Demand  as  : 

Supply  as 

,  With  . 

*  board  * 

•  • 

: percentage 
J  o£  _normgl__ 

: percentage: 
:j)f_nQimai  1 

percentage 
pr_ demand _ 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Percent 

percent 

Percent 

Maine 

33 .00 

45.50 

1.60 

2.25 

90 

86 

105 

N.  H. 

31 .00 

56  .00 

2.15 

3.00 

77 

96 

80 

Vt. 

31 .25 

48  .25 

1.75 

2.45 

86 

97 

89 

Mass . 

32.00 

61 .75 

1.95 

2.85 

91 

88 

103 

R.  I  • 

40.00 

65.50 

2.20 

3.05 

99 

99 

100 

Conn. 

35.25 

65 *00 

1.85 

2.90 

84 

88 

95 

IT.  Y. 

30.50 

46  .00 

1.75 

2.35 

86 

84 

102 

N.  J. 

32.50 

54.25 

1.85 

2.50 

92 

87 

106 

la.. 

26.75 

42  .00 

1.70 

2  .25 

87 

86 

101 

Ohio 

26  .75 

39.50 

1.70 

2.15 

07 

85 

102 

Ind. 

27.75 

37.75 

1.55 

1 .95 

92 

88 

105 

Ill. 

33  .00 

43.50 

1.75 

2.25 

91 

88 

103 

Mich. 

29  .00 

43.50 

1 .70 

2.25 

90 

89 

101 

Wis^ 

30 ,00 

43,00 

1.55 

^.05 

95 

87 

109 

Minn. 

32.25 

43  .75 

1 .70 

2.35 

95 

85 

112 

Iowa 

34.25 

43.50 

1.85 

2  .35 

95 

89 

107 

Mo. 

24  o0Q 

32.00 

-  1.20 

1.50 

84 

87 

97 

N  .Dale  • 

29  .75 

43  .00 

1.30 

1.95 

91 

69 

132 

S  .Dak, 

29  .25 

41 .50 

1.40 

2.00 

90 

68 

132 

Uebr  . 

27 .00 

3,6  .50 

1.45 

1 .95 

93 

73 

127 

Kans  .> 

25.75 

37 .00 

1 .75 

2.15 

94 

76 

124 

Del. 

25.00 

38  .00 

1 .50 

1 .90 

94 

87 

108 

Md. 

27.50 

39  .50 

1.45 

1.95 

90 

94 

96 

Va. 

21.50 

30.75 

1.10 

1.45 

89 

88 

101 

W.Va. 

21 .75 

32.00 

1.05 

1.50 

87 

83 

105 

H.C. 

16  .75 

24 .75 

.95- 

1.20 

87 

90 

97 

S.C. 

12.50 

18.75 

.60 

.80 

80 

84 

95 

Ga. 

12  .25 

18  .25 

.70 

.90 

79 

39 

89 

11  a  _ 

15.50 

26  .50 

.85 

1.25 

86 

84 

102 

Ky. 

21 .25 

30.00 

1.00 

1.30 

87 

89 

98 

Tenn. 

16  .75 

24 .50 

.80 

1.05 

85 

90 

94 

Ala. 

14.00 

19.75 

.70 

.90 

81 

91 

89 

14.50 

21 .00 

.95 

80 

89 

90 

Ark. 

16  .50 

24.25 

.80 

1.05 

83 

84 

99 

La. 

15.25 

22.75 

.80 

1.05 

86 

85 

101 

03cl  a. 

21 .00 

30.50 

1.25 

1.55 

91 

78 

117 

Tex. 

20_p75 

29.50 

1.05 

1  .30 

92 

74 

124 

Mont . 

39.50 

55.75 

1  .90 

2  .60 

97 

81 

120 

Idaho 

39  .50 

54.50 

1.90 

2  .50 

103 

36 

120 

Wyo. 

37 .00 

54 .00 

1 .60 

2.30 

96 

83 

116 

Colo. 

30.75 

46.75 

1  .50 

2.10 

96 

79 

122 

N.Mex. 

28  .00 

40.50 

1.25 

1 .65 

93 

75 

124 

Ariz. 

39.75 

57.00 

1.70 

2.10 

97 

79 

123 

Utah 

44.50 

58.50 

2.20 

2.60 

97 

78 

124 

Uev. 

46  .00 

66.75 

2.00 

2.80 

96 

80 

120 

Wash. 

37.00 

55.00 

1.95 

2.60 

102 

83 

123 

Oreg. 

37'.  50 

54.50 

1.90 

2.45 

100 

89 

112 

Calif. 

_ 46_.50 

69.50 

2.05. 

2  ;80_ 

101  _ 

_  85 _ 

_ 119 _ 

28,18  _ 

36_.26  _ 

1.36 

1  .59 

89.6  . 

8 4x6-  .. 

_105_.9_ 

ces  ~  7  - 


Farm  Employment;  Numbers  of  Persons  Employed  on  the  First  of 
Each, Month,-  East  South  Central  States,  1930-38  1/ 

TOTAL  EMPLOYMENT 


Date 

1930 

1931 

'  ■.•1932 

1933 

1934 

’1935 

1936 

1937 

1938 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1 , 000 

1,000 

1 , 000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

persons 

persons 

persons 

persons 

persons 

persons 

persons 

persons 

persons 

•Jan. 

1 

1,427 

1,381 

1,373 

1,432 

1 , 480 

1 , 462 

1,465 

1,411 

1 , 374 

Feb. 

1 

1 , 520 

1 , 512 

1 , 526 

1 , 538 

1,533 

1,494 

1,528 

1,408 

1,406 

Mar, 

1 

1,597 

1 , 566 

1,623 

1 , 571 

1,542 

1,630 

1 , 620 

1 , 502 

1,476 

Apr. 

1 

1,841 

1 , 790 

3. ,  793 

1,805 

1,805 

1,845 

1,813 

1,639 

1 , 665 

May 

1 

2,102 

2,014 

2 , 034 

2,021 

2,065 

2,147 

2,027 

1,960 

1,975 

June 

1 

2 , 320 

2 , 309 

2,243 

2,278 

2,294 

2 , 313 

2,270 

2,291 

2,236 

July 

1 

2,096 

2,074 

2,089 

2,076 

2,123 

2,044 

1,932 

2,048 

2,010 

Aug. 

1 

1 , 646 

1,625 

1 , 646 

1 , 666 

1,658 

1 , 738 

1,579 

1,585 

1,617 

Sept 

.1 

2,040 

2,031 

2,006 

2,081 

1,957 

1,983 

2,054 

1,962 

1,928 

Oct . 

1 

2,222 

2 , 279 

2,253 

2 , 244 

2 , 202 

2,320 

2,266 

2,276 

2,176 

Nov. 

1 

1,831 

1,973 

1 , 934 

1,935 

1,877 

2,022 

1,819 

1,968 

1,842 

Dec. 

1 

1.487 

1,601 

1 , 551 

1 , 531 

1,566 

1,541 

1.532 

1.468. 

1,486 

Average 

1 , 844 

1*846 

3-j_S39 

1,848 

1 , 842 

1,878 

1,825 

1,793 

1*766 

FAMILY 

WORKERS 

Jan, 

1 

1,238 

1,220 

1,217 

1,266 

1 , 309 

1 , 300  • 

1,293 

1,220 

1,199 

Feb . 

1 

1,323 

1 , 340 

1,372 

1,339 

1 , 352 

1,326  * 

1,322 

1,206 

1,215  • 

Mar . 

1 

1,367 

1,322 

1 , 424 

1,383 

1,367 

1,428 

1,383 

1,279 

1,278 

Apr. 

1 

1,570 

1,525 

1 , 564 

1-,  577 

1 , 574 

1,630  ■ 

1 , 554 

1,398 

1,441 

May 

1 

1 , 786 

1,733 

1,767 

1 , 782 

1 , 817 

1,897  • 

1 , 754 

■1,675 

1, 712 

June 

1 

1,,  958 

1,978 

1,954 

1,984 

1,987 

2,003 

1,938 

1,944 

1,931 

July 

1 

1,769 

1,797 

1,827 

1,837 

1,845 

1,784  . 

1 , 703 

1,762 

1,749 

Aug. 

1 

1,420 

1,427 

1,478 

1 , 472 

1,476 

1,516 

1 , 379 

1 , 364 

1,406 

Sept. 

1 

1,741 

1 , 782 

1,751 

1, 840 

1 , 737 

1,740 

1,746 

1,581 

1,651 

Oct. 

1 

1,879 

1 , 934 

1,969 

1 , 960 

]. ,  9-50 

2,023  • 

1,907 

1,954 

1,857' 

Nov. 

1 

1,572 

1 , 695 

1,704 

1,689 

1 , 622 

1,748  • 

1 , 537 

1,680 

1,5.79 

Dec. 

1 

1,289 

1,401 

1 , 366 

1 , 343 

1,381 

1,318 

1,307 

1,263 

1,267- 

_  Average  _ 

_1*578_ 

„la.596_ 

_1«516_ 

_lli623_ 

_1_l618_ 

_1o.643_ 

_1|569__ 

_1j.536_ 

_1jl524_  _ 

HIRED  WORKERS 

Jan. 

1 

189 

161 

156 

166 

171 

162 

172 

191 

175 

Feb. 

1 

197 

172 

154 

199 

181 

168 

206 

202 

190 

Mar . 

1 

230 

244 

199 

188 

175 

202 

237 

223 

198 

Apr. 

1 

271 

265 

229 

228 

231 

215 

259 

241 

224 

May 

1 

316 

281 

267 

239 

248 

250 

273 

285 

263 

June 

1 

362 

331 

289 

294 

307 

310 

332 

347 

305 

July 

1 

307 

277 

262 

239 

278 

260 

229 

286 

261 

Aug . 

1 

226 

198 

168 

194 

182 

222 

200 

221 

211 

Sept . 

1 

299 

249 

255 

241 

220 

243 

308 

281 

277 

Oct . 

1 

343 

345 

292 

284 

252 

297 

359 

322 

319 

Nov. 

1 

259 

278 

230 

'  246 

255 

274 

282 

288 

263 

Dec. 

1 

198 

200 

185 

188 

185 

223 

225 

205 

219 

Average 

266 

250 

224 

<i26 

224 

236  1 

257 

258 

242 

l/Data  from  1930 

to  1936 

based  on 

©•stimat 

es  from 

Shaw ,  E . 

E.  ,  and  Hopkins, 

J .A. , 

Trends  in  Employment 

in  Agriculture, 

1-909-36 

,  Works 

Progress 

Adminis 

tration, 

National  Research  Project  .Report  No.A-8,  Philadelphia,  Penna. ,  Nov.  1938. 


(Exhibit  "C") 


Index  numbers  of  f 
seasonal  var 


Year 

and  month 


Unadjusted  *  Adjusted 


arm  wage  rates;  adjusted  and  unadjusted  for 
iation,  United  States,  by  quarters 
January  19 23- July  1939  1/ 

(1910-14'  -  100) 

t 

Unadjusted 


-l 


1923; 

Jan . 

145 

151 

1932; 
Jan.  . 

Apr . 

155 

158 

•  Apr . . 

July . 

177 

172 

July. 

Oct . 

181 

176 

Oct. . 

1924;  . 

1933 ; 

Jan . . 

•  168 

175 

Jan.  . 

Apr . 

169 

17-2 

Apr.  . 

July . 

177 

173 

July. 

Oct . 

178  • 

173 

•  Oct. . 

1925; 

. 

1934; 

Jan . 

•  165 

173 

-  Jan. . 

Apr . 

171 

174 

Apr,. . 

July . 

180 

175 

July . 

Oct . 

182 

177 

Oct .  . 

1926;  . 

Jan . 

166 

173 

1935; 
Jan.  . 

Apr . 

174 

178 

Apr . . 

July ...... 

184 

179 

July. 

Oct . 

.  185 

180 

Oct .  . 

1927; 

Jan . 

17  3 

180 

1936; 

rj"  ciU.  •  • 

Apr . 

175 

179 

Apr .  . 

July. . . . . . 

183 

178 

July. 

Oct . 

185 

180 

.  Oct. . 

1928; 

1937; 

Jan . 

159 

176 

Jan.  . 

Apr . 

174 

178 

.  Apr . . 

July. - - 

181 

176 

. July. 

Oct ....... 

185 

180 

Oct.  . 

1929; 

1938; 

Jan . 

;  174 

181 

Jan.  . 

Apr ....... 

175 

179 

•  Apr.  . 

July . 

.  186 

181 

. July. 

Oct . 

183 

'178 

Oct .  . 

1930; 

1939 

J  an . 

170 

177 

.  Jan. . 

Apr  . 

172 

176 

Apr .  . 

July . 

173 

168 

.  July . 

Oct . 

162 

157 

• 

1931; 

Jan . 

.  142 

143 

Apr . 

.  136 

139. 

July . 

135 

131 

Oct . 

122 

■ 

118 

l/Data  apply  to  the,  first 

of  the  n 

onth. 

Year  • 
_and_mnntlu_ 


Adjusted 


108 

102 

96 
'91 

'80 

•78 

85 

92 

•87 

94 

97 
99 

•93 

100 

106 

108 

100 

106 

114 

116 

110 

120 

131 

134 

118 

121 

129 

126 

117 

121 

125 


113 

104 

93 

88 

83 

80 

83 

89 


91 

96 

94 

96 

97 
102 

103 
105 

104 
108 
111 
113 

115 

122 

127 

130 

123 

123 

125 

122 

122 

123 

122 
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Farm  Labor:  Supply  and.  Demand  Statistics,  by  Geographic  Division, 

July  1,  1923-39  1/ 

STJPPLY_0F  FARM_LABOH__  (PERCENTAGE_OF  NORMAL} _ 


Hew 

'  Middle 

East 

West 

|  South 

East  ’ 

West 

Moun- 

• 

United 

Year 

Eng- 

Atlan- 

[  North 

North 

Atlan- 

South 

South 

tain 

•Pacif ic 

• 

States 

land 

tic 

*  Central 

Central 

tic 

Central [ 

Central 

t 

• 

• 

1923 

70.5 

64.3 

67.5 

85.3 

75.2 

79.5 

90.5 

90.6 

88.3 

79.2 

1924 

88.2 

81.7 

89.1 

95.9 

79.8 

81.9 

87.0 

96.8 

104.5 

88.5 

1925 

91.6 

84.0 

92.5 

97.3 

85.2 

90.6 

94.1 

99.5 

98.3 

92.3 

1925 

90.4 

83.3 

87.6 

v/  %.)  »  1 

84.0 

87.1 

91.0 

95.0 

97.7 

89.8 

1927 

88.3 

83.9 

90.4 

96. 4 

85.9 

88.6 

89.6 

96.9 

100.0 

91.2 

1928 

96.3 

91.0 

94.2 

97.8 

89.1 

87.6 

93.6 

98.3 

101.0 

93.8 

1929 

90.2 

89.2 

90.8  - 

95.5 

91.5 

91.2 

92.4 

97.2 

100.0 

93.0 

1930 

102.6 

98.7 

109.4 

105.4 

100.2 

98.6 

104.2 

111.5 

108.5 

104.4 

1931 

111.7 

110.9 

116.0 

111.7 

105.8 

107.5 

111.5 

122.4 

120.0 

jll2. 3 

1932 

132 . 3 

122.9 

130.8 

126.8 

114.5 

119.1 

125.9 

132.0 

132.5 

124.9 

1933 

124.6 

115.5 

122.6 

121.1 

108.5 

109.0 

115.5 

126.4 

124.2 

117.5 

1934 

100.2 

102.8 

111.1 

113.4 

95.4 

QQ  I 

w-  •  -I. 

109.3 

113.9 

108.5 

105.6 

1935 

97.2 

95.4 

96.5 

96.8 

94.5 

91.6 

97.0 

9-9.8 

93.6 

96.1 

1936 

88.3 

83.7 

85.6. 

91.1 

88.0 

89.5 

93.2 

87.8 

89.7 

88.8 

1937 

79.1 

71.8 

77.2 

84 . 7 

78.3 

81.4 

90.1 

90.2 

92.7 

82.9 

1938 

94.9 

87.1 

93.1 

92.0 

88 . 1 

37.5 

92.1 

98.6 

104.3 

92.3 

1939 

87.5 

87.3 

90.9 

91.8 

84.4 

83.0 

89.4 

97.2 

101.0 

89.6 

DEMAND _ FOR  FARM 

LABOR  (PERCENTAGE  OF  NORMAL) 

1923 

86.8 

82.7 

91.4 

94.6 

93.6 

95.9 

94.2 

91.7 

97.3 

92.8 

1924 

89.2 

86.8 

88.0 

90.9 

90.2 

91.1 

95.3 

91.5 

83.1 

90.0 

1925 

91.7 

89.5 

88.6 

94.3 

91.2 

90.2 

83.8 

90.0 

95.2 

90.3 

1926 

92.7 

90.6 

91.7 

91.4 

88.8 

91.3 

95.1 

95.6 

96.3 

92.2 

1927 

91.1 

88.0 

90.4 

92.0. 

89 . 3 

88.6 

87.5 

90.6 

93.5 

90.0 

1928 

92.4 

86.9 

87.6 

89.9 

89.1 

92.9 

77.2 

92.3 

92.4 

87.9 

1929 

92.3 

90.8 

91.6 

92.3 

89.2 

90.3 

90.7 

92.9 

87.8 

90.8 

1930 

90.5 

86.2 

80.6  . 

83.9 

81.8 

80.3 

75.8 

81 , 5 

85.1 

81.8 

1931 

82.1 

80.6 

75.9 

72.9 

75.6 

72.1 

66.1 

69.7 

75.5 

73.8 

1932 

73.8 

72.9 

64.1 

58,8 

65.1 

59.2 

54.3 

60.2 

66.2 

52.7 

1933 

75.8 

74.5 

69.4 

60.6 

69.1 

64.2 

56.9 

63.5 

69.2 

66 .2 

1934 

80.9 

78.3 

70.4 

59.7 

77.6 

73.2 

51.1 

65.8 

77.2 

70.6 

1935 

85.5 

82.3 

85.8 

78.7 

81.9 

78.9 

74.7 

78.8 

»  84.5 

80.8 

1936 

90.4 

88.6 

89.8 

81.3 

84.1 

77.5 

83.1 

91.4 

84.0 

1937 

95.0 

94.4 

95.0 

86.6 

93.4 

90.7 

85.7 

88.8 

93.2 

90.8 

1938 

87.4 

86.7 

86.6 

84.6 

85.8 

83.4 

78.2 

82.4 

81.2 

83.8 

1939 

89.9 

85.3 

87.3 

81.9 

87.9 

89.7 

78.2 

80.3 

85.4 

84.6 

Continued 


(Exhibit*'  ’’O'1  j 

Farm  Labor;  Supply  and  Demand  Statistics,  by  Geographic  Divisions, 

July  1,  1923-39  1 /  (Continued) 

SUPPLY  UvS  A  PERCDlTTiiGE  OF  DEMAND  (PORCEIJTAGE  OF  NORMAL) 


Year 

New 

Eng¬ 

land 

Middle 

Atlan¬ 

tic 

East 
North 
CCntf  al 

West 

North 

Central 

South 

Atlan¬ 

tic 

j  East 
j  South 
, Central 

West 

South 

Central 

Moun¬ 

tain 

Pacific 

t 

United 

States 

1923 

81.2 

77.8 

73.9 

90.2 

80,3 

82.9 

96.1 

98.8 

90.8 

85.3 

1924 

98.9 

94.1 

101.2 

105,5 

88.5 

■  89.9 

91.3 

105.8 

125.8 

98.3 

1925 

99.9 

93.9 

104.4 

103.2 

93.4 

*100.4 

112,3 

110.6 

103.3 

102.2 

1926 

97.5 

91.9 

95.5 

104.5 

94.5 

,  95.4 

95.7 

99.4 

101.5 

97.4- 

1927 

96.9 

95.3 

100.0 

104.8 

97.3 

ibo.o 

102.4 

107.0 

107.0 

101.3 

1928 

104.2 

104.7 

107.5 

108.8 

100.0 

^4.3 

121.2 

106.5 

109.3 

106.7 

1929 

.  96.7 

98.2 

99.1 

103.5 

102.5 

lCjl.O 

101.9 

104.6 

113.9 

102.4 

1930 

113.4 

114.5 

135.7 

125.6 

122 . 5 

122.8 

137.5 

136.8 

127.5 

127.6 

1931 

136.1 

137.6 

152.8 

153.2 

139.9 

14^.1 

168.7 

175.6 

158.  S 

152.2 

1932 

179.3 

168.5 

204.1 

215.6 

175.9 

201'.  2 

231.9 

219.3 

200.2 

199.2 

1933 

164.4 

155.0 

176.7  ' 

199.8 

157.0 

16918 
135.  \ 

\ 

116.1 

203.0 

199.1 

179.5 

177.5 

1934 

123.9 

131.3 

157.8 

1  QG  Q 

122.3 

178.9 

173.1 

140.5 

149.6 

1535 

113.7 

115.9 

112.5 

123.0 

115.4 

12Q  c 

126.6 

116.7 

118.9 

1936 

97.7 

94.5 

95.3 

111.4 

104.6 

118.5 

120.3 

105.7 

98.1 

105.7- 

1937 

83.3 

76.1 

81.3 

97.8 

83.8 

pc.  7 

105.1 

101.6 

CQ  K 

^  ^  •  cJ 

91.3 

1938 

108.6 

100.5 

107.5 

108.7 

102 . 7 

1D4-.9 

3L17.G 

119.7 

128.4 

110.1 

1939 

97.3 

102.3 

104.1 

112.1 

95.0 

92.5 

\14.3 

121.0 

118.3 

105.9 

]L/Revised  for  dates  prior  to  July' 1 1939. 


The  new  series  of  index  numbers  of  farm  wage  rates  has  been  adjusted  for  nor¬ 
mal  seasonal  variation.  These  adjusted  figures,  togetherxwi th  the  unadjusted  index 
numbers  are  shown  from  January  1923  to  July  1939  in  the  tabl^  on  page  9 i  of  this  re¬ 
port.  Seasonal  adjustment  factors  were  determined  on  the  basib^of  the  average  rela¬ 
tionship  of  the  quarterly  indexes  to  the  annual  averages  during  'flip  past  16  years. 

The  factors  so  obtained  were  as  follows:  January,  96;  April,  98;  Jirlqr,  103;  October 
103.  This  relationship  of  the  quarterly  indexes  to  the  annual  averages  appears  to 
have  been  fairly  stable,  and  examination  of  the  series  revealing  no  appreciable  trend 
in  these  ratios  since  1923.  Adjustments  for  seasonal  variation  were  made  by  divid¬ 
ing  indexes  of  farm  wage  rates  for  each  quarter  by  the  seasonal  adjustment  factor 
for  the  corresponding  date. 

Farm  Labor  Surply  and  Demand  Ratios  Revised 

Included  in  this  issue  are  revised  figures  on  the  supply  of  and  the  demand  for 
farm  labor,  and  supply- demand  ratios  as  of  July  1,  from  1923  to  date.  Similar  series 
as  of  April  1  were  published  in  the  Farm  Labor  Report  for  April  of  this  year.  In  all 
af  these  series  the  number  of  hired  workers  was  used  as  a  weighting  factor  in  place 
of  the  1920  Census  of  Occupation  data  previously  employed  for  this  purpose  in  all 
months . 

During  the  past  17  years,  feports  from  farmers  indicate  that  there  has  seldom'' 
been  an  actual  shortage  of  farm  labor  on  July  1  for  the  country  as  a  whole.  The  sup¬ 
ply  demand  ratio  on  July  1  was  below  100  only  in  1923,  1924,  1926,  and  again  in  1937, 
From  1926  to  1932  the  ratio  increased  steadily.  At  the  peak  in  1932,  when  the  ratio 
reached  199  percent,  labor  was  very  plentiful  but  jobs  for  hired  workers  were  very 
scarce  because  of  the  extremely  low  level  of  farm  income.  The  July  1  ratio  declined 
steadily  from  1932  to  1937  when  it  reached  91.  It  increased  sharply  in  1938  but  again 
declined  slightly  in  1939  ns  employment  in  other  industries  picked  up. 
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FARM  LABOR:  SUPPLY  IN  RELATION  TO  DEMAND  RATIOS  E> 
CROP-REPORTING  DISTRICTS,  JULY  1,1939 


(Exhibit  ”C") 


UNITED  STATES  EEP  AR  TMENT  OF  AGR I  CULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
Bureau  of  Agricultural  economics 


Acreage  of  Wheat,  Oats  and  Corn' for  Grain,  Harvested  By  Specified 
Methods,  and  Custom  Harvest  and  Labor  Rates,  1938 


Crop  reporters  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  were  circularized  on  Febru¬ 
ary  1,  1939  for  information  relative  to  the  methods  of  harvesting  w  e-  ™ 
for  vrain;  acreage  of  corn  for  grain  harvested  with  a  picker;  cus  01°  c  _ 
threshing  and  "combining’'  wheat  and  oats  and  T-r- harvesting 

cost  per  Bushel  for  husking  corn  By  hand,  and  tne  amount  ofmoney  paid  and  num- 
of  meals  furnished  hired  day  labor  lor  harvesting  small  grains. 

The  inquiry  was  in  response  to  requests  from  various  sources  for  detailed 
information  Relative  to  the  use  of  the  oomhine-harvester-thresher  ana  corn  P  her, 
and  the  cost  of  services  and  labor  hired  by  farmers  f< or  harvesting  their-  P  P 
™ain  croP3  It  is  the  first  time  that  crop  reporters  furnished  information  reia 
five’ to  grain-harvesting  methods  and  custom  rates  for  harvesting  corn  with  a  mecn 
ailcal  cfr^pickell  hutS4  years  earlier  they  had  furnished  information  -dative  to 
custom  threshing  rates,  custom  rates  for  combining,  and  the  labor  cost  p-r  bus, 
of  husking  corn  By  hand. 

Cron  reporters  were  asked  to  furnish  information  applicable  to  their  lm- 
mediate  Silty  -d  lhe’ data  apply  to  crops  harvested  in  : 1938  only  CUma Uc  con¬ 
ditions,  insect  infestation,  crop  yields,  and  prices  received  hyfarmer.^for^their 
„rrT)C,  ai  affect  to  some  extent  harvesting  methods  and  rates  pai.  ^  ■ 

vices  and  labor,  Per  example,  in  some  of  the  Great  Plans  States 

hopper  infestations  in  the  summer  of. 1938,  the  use  of  the  com  “  relatively 

probably  was  curtailed.  Low  yields  in  some  Spates  were  re  e  e  ■  '  other 

high  charges  per  hushel  for  threshing  small  grain  and  husking  corn.  .  oorn 

hand,  low  yields  tend  to  be  reflected  in  low  charges  per  acr,  1  ' '  1  ,  h 

with  a  picker  and  for  harvesting  small  grains  with  a  comhine-harvester-th. esher. 
Low  yields  and  relatively  low  prices  result  in  low  crop  values  per  acre  and  oper 
tors  of  machines  for  hire  must  of  necessity  consider  this  aspect  as  well  as^the 
cost  of  operating  the  machine,  in  arriving  at  a  custom  rate  for  n.e  ■ 
machines . 

Methods  of  Grain  Crops, 

The  results  of  the  survey  indicate  that  about  49  percent  of  the  wneat  acre 
age  in  1938  was  harvested  with  a" combine,"  about  47  percent  with  a  inner,  rn 
Sout  4  percent  with  the  header,  cradle,  etc.  The  "combine"  washed: g'-el 
producing  wheat  that  were  included  m  the  survey,  but  i-s  1;se  L  "  ,thern  Great 
along  the  Pacific  Coast  and  in  the  hard  winter  wheat  States  of  -  -  ^  4^  qtate- 

Plains  (tables  1  and  2).  The  binder  was  also  used  in  all  wheat-producin^^tc  t^. 

It  was  used  extensively  in  the  major  spring  wheat  States,  Hie  Cn  -  ’ 

Eastern  States. 


Continued  on  page  17 
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Table  l.~  Acreage  of  wheat,  oats  and  corn  for  grain  harvested  by 


specified  method 

Wheat  acreage 

s,  by 

States,  1938  1/ 

Oat  acreage 

: Corn  acreage 

State 

harvested 

with  : 

harvested  with 

: harvested  with 

Combine 

• 

]  Binder 

• 

:A11  other: 

:  methods  : 

• 

Combine  ]  Binder 

• 

:A11  other 
:  methods 

:  mechanical 
:  picker 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent  Percent 

Percent 

Percent 

N.Y . 

11 

87 

2 

5 

86 

9 

1 

N.J. 

24 

73 

3 

18 

70 

12 

2 

Pa. 

6 

92 

2 

4 

91 

5 

3 

Ohio 

22 

77 

1 

14 

85 

1 

12 

Ind. 

30 

69 

1 

20 

78 

2 

22 

Ill. 

44 

55 

1 

22 

77 

1 

43 

Mi  ch . 

16 

84 

£/ 

9 

89. 

2 

5 

Wis . 

3 

96 

1 

3 

95 

2 

5 

Minn. 

6 

94 

2/ 

3 

96 

1 

35 

Iowa 

28 

72 

2/ 

8 

91 

1 

35 

Mo. 

22 

76 

2 

9 

82 

9 

2 

N.Lak. 

23 

70 

7 

6 

89 

5 

5 

S.Dak. 

19 

71 

10 

2 

96 

2 

18 

Nebr . 

51 

46 

1 

6 

92 

2 

4 

Kans . 

82 

16 

2 

18 

80 

2 

1 

Del . 

11 

89 

2/ 

5 

95 

2/ 

2/ 

Md. 

3 

96 

1 

2 

92 

6 

2/ 

Va. 

3 

83 

14 

4 

60 

36 

2/ 

W  •  Va . 

1 

58 

41 

2 

35 

63 

2/ 

M.C. 

11 

67 

22 

12 

44 

44 

2/ 

S.C. 

8 

62 

30 

7 

53 

40 

2/ 

Ga . 

11 

45 

44 

7 

41 

52 

2/ 

Ky. 

8 

85 

7 

3 

62 

35 

2 

Tenn. 

r* 

o 

85 

9 

5 

71 

24 

- 

Ala. 

22 

35 

43 

10 

18 

72 

- 

Miss . 

- 

— 

— 

23 

19 

58 

2/ 

Ark. 

12 

68 

20 

4 

41 

55 

- 

La. 

— 

— 

— 

26 

22 

52 

2/ 

Okla. 

70 

28 

2 

10 

84 

6 

- 

Tex. 

82 

18 

2/ 

18 

73 

9 

— 

Mont . 

55 

40 

5 

10 

81 

9 

— 

Idaho 

40 

57 

3 

25 

73 

2 

2/  • 

Wyo. 

32 

60 

8 

7 

80 

13 

■  2 

Colo . 

44 

41 

15 

7 

86 

7 

4 

I'f.Mex. 

58 

37 

5 

15 

74 

11 

2/ 

Ar  iz . 

93 

7 

2/ 

22 

78 

- 

- 

Utah 

41 

56 

3 

6 

94 

2/ 

- 

Nev. 

63 

24 

13 

47 

53 

— 

- 

Wash. 

83 

14 

3 

35 

59 

6 

Or  eg. 

78 

21 

1 

37 

61 

2 

2/ 

Calif . 

95 

4 

1 

3/ 

M 

.  M 

3/ 

U.S.  4/ 

49 

47 

4 

10 

83 

,  7 

13 

l/No  information 

relative  to 

the  above 

harvesting  practice 

>s  wajb  obtained  in  the 

New  England  States 

or  Florida. 

2/Less  than  one 

-half  of  one 

percent . 

3/No  informa- 

tion  relative  to  these  practic 

es  was  obta 

ined. 

4/United  States  average  based  on 

States  included  in 

the  study. 

The  reporting  States  had  more 

than  99.9 

percent  of 

the  United 

States  harvested  wheat  acreage 

and  about  99.0  percent  of  the  harvested 

acreage  of 

oats  and 

corn  for  grain  in  193 

8. 

* ' 

14- 
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Table  2.-  Acreage  of  wheat,  oats  and  corn  for  grain  harvested  by- 
specified  methods,  by  geographic  divisions,  1938'  lj 


Division 

Wheat  acreage  : 

_ _ harv  ej5  t_ed__wi  th _ 

n  v .  .  :A11  other: 

Combine  Linder  ..  . 

:  :  methods? 

Percent  Percent  Percent 

)  Oat  acreage  : 

_ harvested  with_  , _ 

Combine*  Linder 

:  :  methods 

Percent  Percent  Percent 

Corn  acreage 
harvested  with 
mechanical 
•  picker 

Percent 

M.Atl. 

8 

90 

2 

5 

88 

7 

3 

E.N. Cent . 

30 

69 

1 

14 

84 

2 

28 

W.N. Cent . 

48 

48 

4 

7 

91 

2 

19 

So.Atl. 

6 

76 

18 

8 

48 

44 

2/ 

E. S. Cent. 

7 

85 

8 

10 

39 

51 

2/ 

W. S. Cent . 

75 

24 

1 

12 

60 

28 

2/ 

Mount. 

50 

44 

6 

11 

81 

8 

3 

Pacific 

84 

14 

2 

37 

60 

3 

2/ 

U.S. 

49 

47 

4 

10 

83 

7 

V— 1 

or 

£/  Averages  for  States  reporting  -  See  table  1. 
2/  Less  than  one-half  percent  of  average. 


Table  3.-  Wheat,  oats  and  corn:  Custom  harvest  and  labor  rates, 

by  geographic  divisions,  1938 


Divi  <=ii  on 

Custom  rate 

per  acre 

for  combi  nj.ng_  _ 

*  ’  • 

• 

Wheat  :  Oats 

• 

• 

Dollars  Dollars 

Custom  rate 
per  Uiishel 
for  _thre_shi.ng 

Wheat  :  Oats 

Cents  Cents 

Custom  : 
rate  per: 
acre  for: 
mechani- : 
cal  corn: 
picker  ; 

Dollars 

Custom  rate 
per  bushel 
for  husking  corn 
by  hand  from 
Standing: 

Stalk  ;  b  0 

Cents  Cents 

: Amount  paid  and 
: meals  furnished 
: hired  day  labor 
;for  harvesting 
: small  grains 

:  :  Meals 

Dollars  Numb  er 

N.Eng. 

9.2 

7.0 

8.3 

2.20 

1.3 

M.Atl. 

3.30 

3.20 

6.2 

4.5 

3.70 

4.8 

5.7 

2.20 

1.6 

E.N. Cent . 

2.30 

2.25 

5.6 

3.3 

2.20 

4.4 

6.1 

2.20 

1.8 

W.N. Cent . 

1.90 

2.20 

6.8 

3.3 

2.00 

4.4 

4.7 

2.45 

2.7 

So.Atl.l J 

2.80 

2.65 

5.4 

4.8 

2.80 

4.2 

5.1 

1.50 

1.6 

E.  S. Cent . 

2 . 55 

2.40 

8.1 

5.8 

2.10 

3.5 

4.5 

1.30 

1.2 

W.  S. Cent . 

1.55 

2.10 

8.3 

4.7 

— 

4.7 

■  5.6 

1.75 

1.9 

Mount . 

1.95 

2.45 

6.7 

4.7 

2.35 

5.9 

6.2 

2.50 

2.5 

Pacif icl/ 

2.35 

3.15 

'  6.8 

4.7 

— 

6.7 

7.3 

3.10 

1.9 

U.S.  1/  • 

1.90 

2.30 

6.6 

3.6 

2.10 

4.3 

5.8 

2.30 

2.3 

_l/Averages 

for  States  reporting  - 

See  table  A  . 

-  IP  - 


Table  4.~  Wheat,  oats  and  corn:  Custom  harvest  and  labor  rates,  by  States, 


1938 


Custom 

rate 

Custom  rate 

:  Custom 

Custom 

rate 

Amount 

paid  and 

per  acre 

per 

bushel 

.•rate  per 

per  bushel 

meals  furnished 

State 

for  combining 

for  tl 

ireshing 

:acre  for 

for  husking  gorn 

hired  day  labor 

—  —  —  — 

imechani- 

by  hand 

from 

for  harvesting 

Wheat  : 

Oats 

Wheat 

Oat  s 

: cal  corn 

Standing: 

Shock 

small 

grains 

• 

• 

■  •* 

:  picker 

stalk  : 

•  Meals 

Dollars  Dollars 

Cents 

Cents 

Dollars 

Cents 

Cents 

Dollars 

Number 

Me . 

1/ 

1/ 

a  a 

**/  •  nJ 

7.6 

1/ 

— 

6.7 

2.10 

1.3 

11. H. 

i/ 

1/ 

- 

8.8 

1/ 

- 

7.5 

2.65 

.8 

Vt. 

i/ 

1/ 

— 

5.5 

1/ 

— 

7.6 

2.20 

1.4 

Mass. 

i/ 

1/ 

- 

7.0 

1/ 

- 

8.2 

2,85 

.3 

R.I. 

i/ 

1/ 

— 

8.5 

1/ 

— 

8.0 

2.50 

.8 

Conn_;_ _ 

M 

-1L  . 

- 

8 . 5 

-  1/  . 

- 

9.0 

2.90 

1.1 

N.Y. 

.3.15 

3.15 

6.3 

4.8 

4.30 

5.8 

6.1 

2.25 

1.4 

N.J. 

3.95 

3.85 

10.3 

6.9 

4.60 

5.8 

7.4 

2.90 

.9 

Pa. 

3.20 

3 . 15 

5.9 

4.2 

3,60 

4.5 

5.4 

2..  10 

1.8 

Ohio 

2.50 

2.50 

5.8 

3.7 

2.50 

4.8 

6.5 

2.15 

1.6 

Ind. 

2.20 

2 . 15 

5.8 

3.5 

2.25 

4.5 

6.7 

2.25 

1.2 

Ill. 

2.20 

2.10 

5.3 

2.7 

2 . 15 

4.2 

5.9 

2.45 

1.6 

Mich. 

2.65 

2.65 

5.3 

3.8 

2.75 

4.4  ■ 

5.4 

2.10 

2.0 

Wis . _ 

2.65 

2.65 

5.1 

3.4 

’  2.40 

4.7 

5.3- 

1.90 

2.6 

Minn. 

2".  20 

2.20 

5.3 

3.1 

1.95 

4.9 

5.8 

2.55 

3.3 

Iowa 

2.35 

2.35 

5.2 

2.7 

2.05 

4.2 

5.8 

2.45 

2.2 

Mo . 

2.30 

2.25 

6.1 

3.6 

1.70 

3.8 

5.6 

1.75 

1.5 

N.Dak. 

1.80 

1.90 

9.0 

5.4 

1.95 

6.7 

8.1 

2.35 

3.4 

S.Dak. 

1.70 

1.95 

6.2 

3.5 

1.65 

5.9 

7.5 

2.30 

2.9 

Nebr . 

2 . 05 

2.10 

3  3 

t_.  •  O' 

3.5 

1.85 

4.5 

6,5 

2.40 

2.5 

Kans . 

1.85 

2.05 

6.6 

4.2 

.  1.95 

4.0 

5.4 

2.75 

2.4 

Del. 

2.75 

2.75 

7.1 

5.0 

— 

4.1 

6.3 

2.15 

1.6 

Md. 

2.70  ■ 

3.00 

6.1 

4.5 

— 

4.2 

7.0 

2 . 05 

2.2 

Va. 

2 .85 

3.20 

5.9 

.  4.4 

— 

4.6 

5.0 

1.55 

1.8 

W.  Va. 

2.80 

2.75 

6.2 

4.6 

— 

4.3 

5.0 

1 . 45 

1.9 

N.C. 

2.90 

2.60 

6.1 

4.1 

■  — 

4.2 

4.5 

1.40 

1.6 

s.c. 

2.80 

2.75 

8.7 

4.8 

— ■  ’ 

3.7 

3.8 

•1.20 

.9 

Ga . 

2.65 

2.50 

8.9 

— 

4.0 

5.0 

1.20 

1.2 

Fla. 

1/ 

1/ 

1/ 

1/ 

1/  : 

4.9 

- 

- 

- 

Ky . 

2. 55 

P 

8.3 

5.1 

2 . 05 

3.4 

4.7 

1.50 

1.1 

Tenn. 

2 . 55 

2.65 

7.9 

5.3 

— 

3.2 

4.1 

1.15 

1.2 

Ala. 

2.30 

2 ,25 

9.3 

5..  9 

— 

4.0 

— 

1.05 

1.4 

Miss. 

— 

2.45 

— 

7.1 

3.5 

— 

.90. 

1.1 

Ark. 

1.90 

1.75 

7.5 

4.7 

— 

4.1 

4.6 

1.20 

.  1.1 

La. 

— 

3.90 

.  — 

6.1 

— 

4.5 

—  ■ 

.  1.10 

1.2 

Okla. 

1.70 

1.85 

8.0 

4.4 

— 

4.1  ■ 

5.7 

1.95 

2.1 

Tex.. 

1.40 

•2.10 

-9.3 

_4_i>9 

— 

4.1 

5.7 

•  1.6,0 

"1.7 

Mont . 

1.80 

•1.85 

7.3 

4.7 

— 

8.7 

9.0 

:  2.65 

3.0 

Idaho 

.  2.60 

2.75 

5.8 

4,6 

— 

5.8  ’ 

8.0  - 

2.55 

2.2 

Wyo . 

2.00 

2.35 

■  5.8 

4.2 

1.60 

6.8 

7.0 

.  2.10 

2.2 

Colo . 

1.95 

2.75 

6 . 5 

5.0 

2.40 

5.3 

6.0 

2.20 

1.9 

N.Mex. 

1.40 

2.60 

7.9 

*-*  * 
l..'  «  t  J 

— 

5. 5 

6.0 

1.75 

2.1 

Ariz . 

3.15 

2.85 

10.0 

7.0 

— 

— 

— 

2.40 

1.0 

Utah 

2.40 

2.80 

6.7 

5.5 

— ' 

7.0 

-* 

2.60 

1.1 

Nev.  : 

2.7 

Wash. 

2.40 

2.75 

7.3 

4.9 

— 

7.5 

— 

3.25 

2.4 

Or  eg . 

2.25 

3.40 

5.7 

4.4 

— 

7.5 

— 

2.60 

1.9 

Calif . 

2.35 

-U  _  _ 

_9^0_ 

1 L 

- 

3_j_35 

_l_i_3_ 

y.s.  2/ 

1.90 

2.30 

6.6 

3.6 

2.10 

4.3 

5.8 

2.30 

2.3 

1,/No- -information  available.  2/Average  for  States  reporting. 
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Farmers  use  the  "combine"  only  to  a  limited  extent  for  harvesting  oats. 

For  the  country  as  a  whole  only  about  10  percent  of  the  acreage  was  "combined," 

83  percent  cut  with  a  binder,  and  7  percent  harvested  by  all  other  methods.  The 
use  of  the  combine  was  most  pronounced  in  the  Pacific  Northwest,  but  even  here  it 
was  used  less  than  the  binder.  Farmers  usually  prefer  oat  straw  over  wheat  straw 
and  straw  from  other  small  grains,  and  in  order  to  obtain  sufficient  straw  for 
their  needs  a  relatively  high  percentage  of  the  oats  is  harvested  with  a  binder. 


Use  of  the  mechanical  corn  picker  is  known  to  have  br'en  rapidly  increasing 
in  recent  years .  The  picker  is  used  largely  in  the  Corn  Belt,  especially  in 
Illinois,  Iowa,  and  Minnesota  where  hybrid  corns  are  planted  most  extensively. 

For  the  country  as  a.  whole  only  about  13  percent  of  the  acreage  of  corn  harvested 
for  grain  in  1938  was  harvested  with  a  picker.  Owing  to  the  high  corn  yields  in 
the  States  using  the  picker  to  the  greatest  extent,  it  is  probable  that  about  20 
percent  of  the  total  production  of  corn  for  grain  was  harvested  with  a  picker. 


Custom  Rates  for  Harvesting 

Custom  rates  for  harvesting  wheat  with  a  combine-harvester-thresher  varied 
from  about  $4  per  acre  to  about  $1,40  per  acre  in  the  different  States.  The  higher 
rates  were  reported  in  some  of  the  Western  States,  where  much  of  the  wheat  is 
grown  under  irrigation,  and  in  the  Middle  Atlantic  States  (table  3  and  4).  In  the 
States  with  the  high  "combine  rates,"  fields  usually  tend  to  be  of  snail  size  and 
wheat  yields  and  wage  rates  are  materially  above  the  average  of  the  country. 

Gustom  rates  per  acre  for  "Sorabining"  were  relatively  low  in  the  Great  Plains, 
especially  in  the  Southern  Great  Plains  States.  Factors  contributing  to  the  low 
custom  rates  in  these  areas  were  the  large  level  fields,  low  wheat  yields,  and  small 
returns  from  wheat.  Low  returns  from  wheat  which  resulted  from  low  yields  and  rel¬ 
atively  low  prices  were  reflected  in  custom  rates  as  low  as  $1  per  acre  for  comb¬ 
ining"  in  some  instances.  In  most  States  the  custom-combine  rate  for  "combining" 
oats  varied  but  little  from  the  wheat  rate. 

Custom.  re,tes  for  threshing  wheat  and  cats  varied  appreciably  in  different 
States.  Many  factors  contributed  to  this,  but  wage  rates,-  yields  per  acre,  and 
amount  of  grain  available  for  stationary  threshers  were  probably  of  chief  im¬ 
portance.  In  some  States,  especially  the  South  Atlantic  and  East  South  Central 
States,  reports  show  that  some  farmers  gave  from  5  to  10  bushels  of  grain  for  each 
100  bu  'hels  threshed  as  toll  for  threshing.  In  computing  the  threshing  charge  in 
these  States  the  money  value  of  the  grain  paid  as  toll  was  used  as  a  threshing 
rate.  In  most  States  the  rate  per  bushel  for  threshing  oats  was  usually  from  30 
to  45  percent  below  the  wheat  rate. 

Custom  rates  for  harvesting  corn  with  a  corn  picker  varied  in  different 
States  from  less  than  $2  to  more  than  $4  per  acre.  In  the  States  where  the  corn 
picker  was  used  most  extensively,  the  State  average  was  usually  around  $2  to  $2.50 
per  acre.  Custom  rates  for  the  corn  picker  usually  follow  fairly  closely  custom 
rates  for  harvesting  small  grains  with  a  combine-harvester-thresher  in  the  sane 
State . 


In  most  of  the  Corn  Belt  States  and  to  a  less  extent  in  other  States  an 
appreciable  part  of  the  corn  crop  i3  harvested  by  contract  labor  at  a  specified 
rate  per  bushel.  In  the  principal  eorn-producing  States,  the  rate  for  husking  corn 
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from  the  standing  stalk  by  hand  usually  ranged  fron  4  to  5  cents  a  hushel.  Rates 
iin  other  States  varied  appreciably,  and  were  highest  in  States  where  day  wage 
rates  tend  to  he  high,  out  were  also  above  the  average  in  nost  States  that  had 
low  corn  yields.  Rates  for  husking  fron  the  shock  were  usually  fron  25  to  40 
percent  higher  than  were  rates  for  husking  from  the  standing  stalk.  Spreads 
between  the  rates  tended  to  narrow  when  corn  yields  were  below  average. 

Money  wageY?  $aid  hired  labor  for  harvesting  snail  grains  averaged  around 
$2.30  per  day  for  the  country  a i  a  whole.  In  addition  to  the  mney,  harvest 
workers  received  an  average  of  <2.3  meals  per  day.  The  money  wage  rate  ranged 
fron  less  than  $1  per  day  to  more  than  $3  per  day  in  different  States.  Except 
in  the  South,  however,  wage  rates  were  generally  in  excess  of  $2  per  day.  Hum¬ 
ber  of  meals  including  lunches  furnished  per  day  ranged  from  three  or  more  in 
North  Dakota,  Minnesota,  and  Montana  to  less  than  one  meal  in  some  of  the  East¬ 
ern  States.  Harvest  labor  in  some  States,  especially  in  the  major  wheat  States, 
is  rather  highly  specialized.  In  these  States  highly  skilled  labor  such  as 
tractor  and  combine  operators  usually  receive  wages  appreciably  above  the  average 
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EXH i B I T  -  D 

UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OE  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 


Washington,  D.  C. 
October  IS,  1939 


Farm  Wage  Rate  Index 
Unchanged  Since  July  \ 


Farm  wage  rates  averaged  about  the  same  on  October  1  as  3  months 
earlier,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported  today.  At  126  percent 
of  its  1910-14  average  the  wage  index  was  unchanged  during  the  third  quarter 
and  the  same  as  a  year  ago. 

Hired  hands  received  an  average  of  $1.67  per  day  without  board  on 
the  first  of  this  month,  or  a  little  less  than  the  national  average  of  $1.59 
a  year  earlier.  Day  wages  varied  widely  throughout  the  country,  however, 
with  October  rates  ranging  from  85  cents  in  South  Carolina  to  $3  per  day 
in  New  Hampshire. 

The  supply  of  workers  available  for  hire  in  rural  areas  was  slight¬ 
ly  larger  this  month  than  on  July  1  despite  the  rather  general  increase  in 
employment  in  manufacturing  industries.  Reports  received  from  crop  corre¬ 
spondents  as  to  the  labor  supply  averaged  SO. 4  percent  of  normal  on  October 
1  as  compared  with  89.6  percent  3  months  earlier.  Less  help  was  available 


than  a  year  ago,  however,  when  the  labor  supply  averaged  91.6  percent  o 


S' 


normal. 


With  sizable  fall  crops  being  harvested  and  farm  income  up,  the  de¬ 


mand  for  hired  farm  labor  was  somewhat  higher  than  a  year  ago.  Reports  on 
demand  averaged  83.4  percent  of  normal  on  the  first  of  this  month,  or  2.3 
points  higher  than  on  October  1,  1938,  Demand  still  averaged  somewhat  lower 

than  on  July  1  in  many  sections  of  the  country,  and  especially  in  the  South 

% 

where  cotton  picking  was  reported  to  be  nearing  completion  somewhat  earlier 


than  usual . 


The  ratio  of  labor  supply  to  the  demand  for  workers  as  of  October  1 
was  a  little  lower  than  a  year  ago*  averaging ' 108.4  percent  of  normal  on  the 
first  of  this  month  or  4.5  points  less  than  on  October  1,  1958.  Increases 
in  industrial  employment  probably  accounted  for  the  most  of  this  decrease. 
Factory  employment  averaged  96  percent  of  its  1925-25  level  in  August  of 
this  year  (the  latest  month  for  which  data  are  available)  as  compared  with 
9 2  in  October  of  last  year. 

Shortages  of  farm  labor  were  indicated,  however,  in  only  a  few  areas. 
The  demand  for  labor  was  reported  in  excess  of  the  supply  in  several  of  the 
New  England  States  and  along  the  F-- stern  Seaboard  from  Pennsylvania  to 
Georgia.  A  considerable  surplus  of  workers  was  reported,  on  the  other  hand, 
in  Nebraska  and  Kansas,  the  areas  mast  seriously  affected  by  the  late  sum¬ 
mer  drought. 


Earn  Employment  Sown  f rum  Year  Ago 
Farm  employment  increased  during  September  but  the  secondary  peak 
reached  on  October  1  was  still  considerably  below  the  number  of  persons 
working  on  July  1  of  this  year.  The  total  number  of  persons  employed  on 
farms  on  the  first  of  this  month  was  estimated  at  11,886,000  as  compared 
with  12,215,000  on  July  1,  and  12,054,000  a  year  ago.  This  was  the  lowest 
October  1  total  estimated  during  the  14-year  period  covered  by  the  record. 

Corn  husking  was  just  beginning  in  many  Northern  States  on  the 
first  of  this  month,  while  cotton  picking  was  nearing  completion  in  the 
southern  portion  of  the  Cotton  Belt.  Dry  soil  hindered  seeding  of  winter 
grains  in  many  Winter  Wheat  States,  while  rains  delayed  the  sugar-beet 
harvest  in  some  b<  et  areas.  Potato-digging  was  rather  general  in  most  of 
the  large  States  but  was  not  yet  in  full  swing  in  Idaho.  The  apple  harvest 


was  well  along  in  the  Northeast. 


ontinued  on  page  6 


2 


UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 


Exhibit  "D" 


FARM  WAGE  RATES  AND  RELATED  DATA,  UNITED  STATES,  OCTOBER  1,  1939 
_ _ _ W I TH  _COMPARI  SONS _ _ 


Annual  ; 

July  1,  : 

Oct .  1 , : 

July  1, 

Oct.  1, 

average  : 
1910-14  : 

1938  : 

• 

• 

1938  : 

• 

• 

1939 

1939 

FARM  WAGE  INDEX: 

Unadjusted  . 

100 

129 

126 

126 

126 

Adjusted  for  seasonality  ....' . 

100 

125 

122 

122 

122 

FARM  WAGE  RATES*: 

Per  month,  with  board  . 

$22,09 

29.18 

$28.95 

37.28 

$28.25 
36 . 09 

$28.18 

36.26 

$28.28 

36.13 

Per  month,  without  board  . 

Per  day,  with  board  . 

1.16 

1.38 

1.36 

1.36 

1.35 

Per  day,  without  board  . 

1.42 

1.63 

1 . 59 

1.59 

1.57 

SUPPLY  OF  AND  DEMAND  FOR  FARM  LABOR: 
(Percentage  of  normal) 

Supply  . 

92.3 

91.6 

89.6 

90.4 

Demand  . 

8-3.8 

81.1 

84.6 

83.4 

Supply  as  a  percentage  of  demand... 

— 

110.1 

112.9 

105.9 

108.4 

FARM  EMPLOYMENT: 

(Thousands  of  persons) 

Family  labor . 

9,321 

8,896 

9*,  124 

3,091 

12,215 

89 

8,864 

Hired  labor  . 

3,152 

3  j  158 
12,054 

95 

3 , 022 

Combined  . 

12,473 

11,886 

RELATED  INDEXES: 

Prices  received  by  farmers  if . 

100 

95 

2/98 

Ratio  of  prices  received  to 

farm  wage  rates . 

100 

74 

75 

71 

78 

Indu  trial  wage  rates  3 / . 

205 

212 

213 

4/  217 

Industrial  employment  5/ . '.  .  . . 

85 

92 

94 

4/  96 

Industrial  pay  rolls  5 / . 

71 

84 

84 

1/  9(5 

l/As  of  the  15th  of  the  month. 

2/ Sept.  1939  -  latest  data  available. 

3/Average  weekly  earnings,  New  York  State  factories,  June  1914  »-  100, 
4/Aug.  1939  -  latest  data  available. 

o/Burea.u  of  Labor  Statistics  indexes  for  manufacturing  industries,  revised 
1923- 1925  *  100. 

*  Revised. 

Based  on  reports  from  approximately  21,389  correspondents.  The  data  for 
previous  quarters,  by  States,  appear  in  Crops  and  Markets  for  January,  April, 
July  and  October. 


-  3  - 


y 


Farm  wa^e  rates  and  related  data,  "by  geographic  divisions, 

October  1,  1939,  with  comparisons 


•\  • 

Geographic  ] 

division  ] 

Annual 

average 

.1910-14 

July  1 , 

*  1938 

• 

• 

Oct.  1, 
1938 

July  i,  ; 
1939 

• 

• 

Oct.  1, 

1939 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

Dollars 

FARM  WAGE  RATES 

Per  month  with  hoard 

New  England 

24.18 

33.40- 

31,83 

32.96 

33.52 

Middle  Atlantic 

22 . 25 

30 . 05; 

29 . 42 

29.23  . 

29.37 

East  North  Central 

23.75 

29.91- 

29 . 74 

29.57 

29.75 

West  North  Central 

26.32 

29.47 

28.83 

29 . 05 

28.8? 

South  Atlantic 

14.62 

17.06' 

16.41 

16.89 

16.86 

East  South  Central 

14.71 

'  15.98' 

15.-68  ■ 

16.47 

16.08 

West  South  Central , 

17.35 

19.39 

19.19 

19 . 19 

18.98 

Mountain 

32.48 

37 . 37 

36.-84 

37.24 

36.59 

Pacific 

33.45 

44.19 

41.83  ■ 

43.18 

44.79 

Per  month  without  board 

New  England 

37.70 

57.23 

55.13 

57.24 

58.52 

Middle  Atlantic 

33.41 

46 . 56 

45.83  ■ 

45.56 

45.62 

East  North  Central 

32.80 

41.91' 

41.68 

.  41.71 

42 . 07 

"est  North  Central 

36.86 

39.82 

39.20 

39.19 

39.36 

South  Atlantic 

20.97 

25.11 

24.^0 

25.17 

24.80 

East  South  Central 

20.80 

23.05 

22 . 66 

23 . 57 

22.81 

West  South  -Central 

24.93 

23.37 

27.86 

•27.68 

27.46 

Mountain 

46 . 42 

53.53 

52.29  • 

53,64.. 

52 . 54 

Pacific 

48.16 

65,96 

62 . 05 • 

64.04. 

67.04 

Per  day  with  board 

New  England 

1.27 

1.84 

1.84 

1.79. 

1.84 

Middle  Atlantic 

1.24 

1.79 

1.78 

1.74 

1.76 

East  North  Central 

1.31 

1.66 

1.65 

1.-66 

1.67 

^est  North  Central 

1.46 

1.56' 

1.59 

■  1.57 

1.58 

South  -Atlantic 

.81 

.89 

.87 

.90 

.88 

East  South  Central 

.81 

.:80 

.77 

.81 

.77 

"'est  South  Central 

.98 

.;99  ' 

.97 

1.00 

1.00 

Mountain 

1.50 

1.74 

1.81 

1.75 

1.72 

Pacific 

1.49 

2.10 

2.02 

2.00 

2.02 

Per  day  without  board' 
New  England 

1.71 

2.62 

2.58 

2.71 

2.70 

Middle  Atlantic 

1.63 

2.37 

2.39 

2 . 33 

2.35 

East  North  Central 

1.68 

2.16 

2.16 

2.15 

2.17 

West  North  Central 

1.88 

2.09 

2.12 

2.06 

2.11 

South  Atlantic 

1.05 

1.19 

1.16 

1.20 

1.19 

East  South  Central 

1.05 

1.03 

1.03 

1.04 

1 . 03 

West  South  Central 

1.25 

1.28 

1.24 

1.26 

1.24 

Mountain 

2.05 

2.31 

2.33 

2.34 

2.27 

Pacif ic 

2.06 

2.78 

2.71 

2.70 

2.79 
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Farm  wage 

rates  and 

related  data,  "by  geographic  divisions, 

Octoher  1,  1939, 

wi  th  c 

omoar isons 

Geographic 

July  1 

Oct.  1 

July  1, 

Oct.  1 , [ 

July  i ,  ; 

Oct.  1 

division 

;  1937 

1937 

• 

• 

1938 

1938 

•  • 

1939  ; 

1939 

SUPPLY  OF  FARM  LABOR  (Percentage 

of  normal) 

New  England 

79.1 

83.2 

94.9 

90.5 

87.5 

88.2 

Middle  Atlantic 

71.8 

71.1 

87.1 

87.9 

87.3 

88.5 

East  North  Central 

77.2 

77.2 

93.1 

91.3 

90.9 

89.9 

West  North  Central 

34.7 

87.2 

92.0 

92.2 

91.8 

92 . 5 

South  Atlantic 

78.3 

76.6 

83.1 

87.9 

84.4 

04 . 4 

East  South  Central 

61.4 

77.9 

87.5 

86.5 

83.0 

88.1 

West  South  Central 

90.1 

83.5 

92.1 

91.1 

89.4 

91.3 

Mountain 

90.2 

38.0 

98.6 

97.7 

97.2 

95.8 

Pacific 

92.7 

90.5 

104.3 

;  104.0 

101.0 

oo  q 

DEMAND  FOR  FARM  LABOR 

(Percentage 

of  normal) 

New  England 

95.0 

94.4 

87.4 

87.4 

89.9 

88.1 

Middle  Atlantic 

94.4 

93.7 

86.7 

87.0 

85.3 

86.3 

East  North  Central 

95.0 

94.  S 

86.6 

86.0 

87.3 

87.6 

West  North  Central 

36 . 6 

83.3 

64.6 

77.2 

81.9 

79.9 

South  Atlantic 

93.4 

94 . 6 

85.5 

81.3 

87.9 

86.5 

East  South  Central 

90.7 

93,4 

83.4 

■  81.1 

89. 7 

81.6 

West  South  Central 

85.7 

90.4 

78.2 

76.9 

78.2 

76.3 

Mountain 

86.5 

pc  p 

82.4 

82.3 

80.3 

83.6 

Pacific 

93.2 

95.3 

81.2 

79.2 

85.4 

87.7 

SUPPLY  AS  A  PERCENTAGE 

OF  DEMAND 

(Percentage 

of  normal) 

New  England 

33.3 

38.1 

103.6 

103.5 

97.3 

100.1 

Middle  Atlantic 

76.1 

75.9 

100.5 

101.0 

102 . 3 

102.5 

East  North  Central 

31.3 

81.3 

107.5 

106.2 

104 . 1 

102.6 

West  North  Central 

97.3 

104.7 

103.7 

119.4 

112.1 

115.8 

South  Atlantic 

83.3 

81.-0 

102.7 

108.1 

96.0 

97.5 

East  South  Central 

89.7 

83.4 

104.9 

106.7 

92'.  5 

108.0 

^est  South  Central 

105.1 

qp  A 

117.8 

118.5 

114.3 

119.7 

Mountain 

101.6 

102.1 

119.7 

118.7 

121.0 

114.6 

Pacific 

99 . 5 

94.5 

128.4 

131.3 

118.3 

113.9 

FARM  EMPLOYMENT  (Thousands  of  persons) 


Total  family  and  hired 


New  England 

281 

264 

284 

263 

277 

265 

Middle  Atlantic 

720 

649 

719 

633 

723 

625 

East  North  Central 

1,666 

1 , 558 

1 , 688 

1 , 551 

1,611 

1,516 

West  North  Central 

1,959 

1 , 714 

1 , 942 

1 , 741 

1,905 

1 , 745 

South  Atlantic 

2,439 

2,459 

2 , 574 

2,380 

2,458  ■ 

2,353 

East  South  Central 

2,048 

2,276 

2,010 

2,176 

2,027 

2,124 

West  South  Central 

2,170 

2,279 

2,143 

2,177 

2,118 

2,191 

Mountain 

538 

ALP7 

527 

506 

501 

493 

Pacific 

543 

655 

586 

622 

590 

574 

Continued 
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Farm  wage  rates  and  related  data,  "by  geographic  divisions, 
October  1,  1939,  with  comparisons  (continued) 


Geographic 

division 


FARM  EMPLOYMENT 

Family  labor 
New  England 
Middle  Atlantic 
East  North  Central 
West  North  Central 
South  Atlantic 
East  South  Central 
West  South  Central 
Mountain 
Pacific 

Hired  labor 
New  England 
Middle  Atlantic 
East  North  Central 
West  North  Central 
, South  Atlantic 
.  East  South  Central 
West  South  Central 
Mountain 
Pacific 


:  July  1,  : 

•  • 

i — 1 

• 

o 

o 

July  1 ,  : 

Oct.  1,: 

July  1 

Oct  .1 

:  1937  : 

•  • 

»  • 

1937  ; 

1938  ■  : 

•  ' 
t 

.  1938 

• 

% 

1939 

1939 

:  176 

163 

175 

166 

172 

166 

461 

404 

458 

401 

469 

403 

:  1,249 

1,145 

1,261 

1 , 139 

1,209 

1,128 

:  1,486 

1 , 302 

1,459 

1 , 329 

1,437 

1 , 305 

:  1,920 

1,819 

1,970 

1,784 

1,859 

1,767 

:  1,762 

1,954 

1,749 

1,857 

1,742 

1,839 

:  1,621 

1 , 742 

1,633 

1,616 

1,601 

1,653 

:  328 

287 

309 

286 

305 

284 

:  311 

317 

307 

318 

330 

319 

:  105 

101 

109 

102 

105 

99 

259 

245 

261 

232 

259 

222 

:  417 

413 

427 

'412 

402 

388 

:  473 

412 

4-83 

412 

468 

440 

:  569 

640 

604 

596 

599 

586 

:  286 

322 

261 

319 

285 

285 

:  549 

537 

510 

561 

517 

538 

:  210 

200 

218 

220 

196 

209 

:  232 

338 

279 

304 

260 

255 
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Continued  from  page  2. 

The  number  of  farm  family  workers  (including  farm  operators)  employed  at 
these  and  other  seasonal  jobs  on  October  1  was  estimated  at  8,864,000  persons  as 
compared  with  9,124,000  on  the  first  of  July  and  8,896,000  on  October  1  of  last 
year.  Approximately  3,022,000  hired  hands  were  working  on  farms  October  1.  This 
was  only  69,000  less  than  on  July  l,:but  about  136,000  fewer  hands  than  a  year 
earlier . 

The  farmer's  ability  to  pay  hired  workers  inoroved  somewhat  from  July  1  to 

October  1  in  view  of  the  sharp  rise  in  farm  product  prices.  The  ratio  of  prices 

received  by  farmers  to  farm  wage  rates  on  the  first  of  this  month,  however,  was 
still  only  about  78  percent  of  the  1910-14  average,  although  7  points  up  since 
July  1  and  4  points  higher  than  in  October  of  last  year. 
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Exhibit  "D" 

Farm  wage  rates  and  related  data,  by  States,  October  1,  1939 


Per  month  :  Per  day  :  Supply  of  and  demand 

:  :  for  farm  labor 


State 

With 

board 

Dollars 

Without 

board 

*  I 

Dollars 

• 

• 

• 

9 

• 

• 

•.With  : 

: board  * 

• 

• 

Dollars  : 

With  out¬ 
board  : 

Dollars 

:Suprly  as 
:percentage 
: of  normal 

Percent 

Demand  as  ; Supply -as 
[percentage; percentage 
of • normal  ; of  demand 

Percent  •  Percent 

Maine 

33.00 

50.25 

1.75 

2,35 

90 

89 

101: 

N.H. 

33.75  / 

56.00 

2,15 

.3.00 

.4  87 

89 

•  98  : 

Vt. 

30.00 

47.50 

1.75 

2.45 

83  . 

91 

-  91  : 

Mass . 

33.75 

63.75 

1.95 

.2.85 

89  . 

82 

109  : 

R.I. 

35.75 

65.50 

2 . 05 

2.95 

99 

86 

■  115  •- 

Conn. _ 

35.25 

65.00 . 

1,90 

2,c0 

87 

93 

94: 

N.Y. 

30.25 

46.00 

4  7*5 

2 . 35 

89 

85 

-105  : 

N.J. 

33.50 

54 . 50 

1.85 

2.50 

94 

88 

107  - 

Pa. 

27.00 

42.00 

1.75 

2.30 

86 

87 

99  ■ 

Ohio 

27.00 

40.00 

1.70 

,2 .15 

85  . 

86 

99  - 

Ind. 

28.25 

38.00 

1.55 

,2.00 

90 

88 

102 

Ill. 

33.00 

43 . 50 

1.80 

2.30 

89 

88 

-101  ' 

Mich. 

29.25 

43.50 

1 , 70 

,2.25 

89 

88 

-101  •• 

Pis. 

30.25 

43.00 

1.55 

2.05 

96 

88 

•  109  •' 

Minn. 

32.25 

44.00 

1.85 

P  RR 

93 

85 

109  ' 

Iowa 

33.50 

42.75 

1,85 

.2,35 

95  . 

90 

106 

Mo. 

23.50 

31 . 50 

1.15 

1 . 45 

87  . 

82 

•  106  ' 

N.Dak. 

.  29.75 

43 . 00 

1 . 60 

2.30 

93 

74 

-126 

S .  Dale . 

29.25 

41 . 50 

1,60 

.2,10 

89  . 

70 

-127 

Nebr . 

25.00 

35.50 

1.35 

1.80 

96 

62 

-155  ' 

Kans . _ 

24.25 

35.50 

1.40 

1.90 

94 

68 

138  _ 

Del. 

25.00 

38.00 

1.60 

2.10 

91 

95 

96 

Md. 

27.50 

39.50 

1 . 50 

1.95 

91 

94 

97 

Va. 

21.50 

30.75 

1.10 

1.50 

81 

87 

93 

W.Va. 

OO  r)  R 

Cjf-.  «  cv 

32.25 

1.05 

1.50 

89 

84 

106 

N.C.- 

17.75  • 

25.50 

.95 

1.20 

87 

91 

96  ; 

S.C. 

.  TO  7 

18.75 

.'60 

.85 

78 

84' 

93 

Ga. 

ip  r  ^ 

18.00 

.70 

.90 

85 

87' 

'  98 

Fla. 

17.25 

27.50 

.85 

1.25 

87 

76 

114 

Ky. 

21.00 

29.25 

1.00 

1 . 30 

87 

84 

104 

Tenn . 

17.00 

24. 50 

.80 

1.05 

91 

84 

108 

Ala . 

13.75 

19.50 

.  65 

'  .90 

87 

79 

110 

Miss . _ 

. 14.00 

20.00 

.70 

.95 

87 

80  , 

109 

Ark. 

-  16.00 

P  rl  p  R 

.80 

1.05 

66 

77 

112 

La. 

15.25  • 

22.75; 

.80 

1.10 

87 

85 

102 

Ok  la-. 

'  <1  l •  r  O 

30.00 

1.15 

1.45 

94 

74' 

127  . 

Tex._  _ 

21.00  • 

30.00 

1.10 

1.30 

94 

73 

129 

Mont . 

•  39.50  • 

7~v 

2.05 

2.70 

*  96 

80' 

120 

Idaho 

40.50 

55.50 

2.00 

2.55 

103 

87 

118 

Wyo . 

■  37.00 

54.00- 

1.70 

2 . 30 

’  97 

82' 

118 

Colo-. 

30.75 

46.25' 

1.50 

2.10 

97 

75' 

129 

N.Mex. 

•  28.75 

50.50- 

1 . 35 

1.70 

90 

89 

101 

Ar  iz . 

39.00  • 

52 . 25' 

1.45 

2.05 

’  94 

91 

103 

Utah 

•  44.50 

55'.  00' 

2.20 

2.60 

‘  96 

84' 

114 

Nev. 

38.00 

53.25 

1.90 

2.20 

90 

82 

110 

Wash. 

40.75 

57.00 

1.95 

2.75 

102 

83 

123 

Or  eg . 

37.50 

54.75 

1.95 

2.50 

97 

87 

111 

Calif. 

47.25 

72 . 00 

2.05 

2.85 

100 

89 

112 

U.S. _ _ 

_28.28 

_oo • 13_ 

1.35 

1.57 

_90.4 

83j4_ 

103,4  _ 
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Farm  labor*  Supply  and  demand  statistics,  by  geographic  divisions, 

October  1,  1923-39  1/ 

SUPPLY  OF  FARM  LABOR  (PERCENTAGE  OF  NORMAL) 


Year 

New 

Middle 

East 

West 

South 

East 

West 

:  Moun- 

[Pacific 

United 

Eng¬ 

land 

Atlan¬ 

tic 

^orth  [ 

Central^ 

• 

North  ; 

Central [ 

• 

Atlan¬ 

tic 

South  ' 

Central [ 

• 

South 

Central 

•  tain 

• 

• 

States 

1923 

69.1 

66.0 

69.2 

87*3 

75.6 

75.5 

84.8 

87.9 

89.8 

78.6 

1924 

91.1 

84.3 

89.4 

94.6 

79.3 

84.0 

86.4' 

99.1 

105.5 

88.9 

1925 

90.7 

82.0 

88.7 

ac;  -k 

84.2 

80.6 

85.3 

94.3 

98.6 

88.2 

1926 

88 . 5 

80.2 

84.8 

94.9 

78.6 

80.5 

83.5' 

96.1 

98.4 

,  86.0 

1927 

89.6 

87.7 

90.9 

94.7 

86 . 1 

89 . 4 

92.2 

93.2 

98.9 

91.1 

1928 

91.5 

92.5 

91.6 

94.9 

89.6 

90. '1 

90.7 

94.7 

OO  Ss 
.v  •  t  J 

92.3 

1929 

91.6 

90.2 

91.2 

95.3 

90.0 

89.8 

92.7 

Q  ^  ^ 

w/  «V  • 

95.7 

92.3 

1930 

103.8 

101.1 

112.3 

107.3 

101.1 

101 . 9 

108.0 

114.1 

107.1 

106.3 

1931 

115.3 

111.2 

119.7 

120.8 

106.2 

110.2 

105.0 

130.1 

122.2 

113.6 

1932 

132.7 

126.2 

134.6 

128.4 

115.3 

115.7 

118.3 

134.8 

130.7 

124.1 

1933 

114.2 

110.8 

120.2 

120.2 

102.2 

104.8 

108.2 

120.3 

116.3 

111.9 

1934 

105.4 

100.4 

106.2 

112.9 

96.9 

Q 

s'  U  #  ^ 

109.7 

116.3 

110.2 

105.2 

1935 

96.3 

92.3 

92.8 

96.5 

90.9 

92.8 

100.1 

98.8 

93.8 

94.7 

1936 

86.6 

79.9 

82.2 

90.2 

84.4 

84.3 

87.3 

88.6 

90.1 

85.7 

1937 

83.2 

71.1 

77.2 

87.2 

76.6 

77. '9 

83.5 

88.0 

90.5 

81.3 

1938 

90.5 

87.9 

91.3 

92.2 

87.9 

86.5 

91.1 

97.7 

104.0 

91.6 

1939 

ti8 . 2 

88 . 5 

89.9 

LEMAN! 

92.5  84.4 

FOR.  FARM  LABOR 

88.1  91.3 

(PERCENTAGE  OF 

95.8 

NORMAL) 

99.9 

90.4 

1923 

91.3 

90.3 

92.6 

90.4 

90.4 

90.4 

93.0 

94.3 

98.0 

92.1 

1924 

90.8 

88.2 

38.8 

92.3 

87.2 

87.8 

92.1 

92.8 

83.3 

89.2 

1925 

89.7 

88.8 

90.8 

92.5 

87.5 

93.7 

91.3 

94.5 

94.8 

91.3 

1926 

90.2 

89.5 

92.0 

90.0 

89.6 

95.4 

99.3 

93.6 

95.6 

93.0 

1927 

90.0 

87.7 

85.8 

92.3 

87.2 

87.7 

86.1 

97  i£ 

94.9 

89.2 

1928 

91.5 

88.9 

89.8 

92 . 3 

87.4 

Qp.  "l 

V  -  • 

89.3 

95.3 

91.8 

89.8- 

1929 

91.4 

89.1 

89.2 

89.4 

87.1 

89.8 

36.1 

.  94.6 

•  90.3 

83.7 

1930 

85.0 

80.5 

74.2 

76.7 

75.8 

73.1 

68.8 

82.3 

81.6 

75.8 

1931 

80.6 

77.6 

67.8 

60.4 

72.0 

67.9 

71.4 

60.5 

70.6 

69.3 

1932 

71.7 

68.9 

60.4 

A.  *“) 

63.0 

58.6 

60.1 

58.1 

67.1 

61.5- 

1933 

77.9 

73.8 

66 .9 

58 . 9 

73.0 

67.3 

65.4 

68.3 

77.7: 

68.8 

1934 

80.9 

78.0 

74.4 

oS  ■  2 

76.4 

72 . 3 

54.6 

59.5 

76.3- 

68.8 

1935 

84.3 

84.0 

88.6 

76.9 

83.0 

76.4 

70.9 

77.6 

89.1 

80.4 

1936 

83.9 

90.5 

89.8 

69.0 

87.4 

89.2 

82.0 

83.4 

92.6 

85.3 

1937 

94.4 

93.7 

94.9 

83.3 

94.6 

93.4 

90.4 

86.2 

95.8 

91.9 

1938 

87.4 

87.0 

86.0 

77.2 

81.3 

81.1 

76.9 

82.3 

79.2  • 

81.1 

1939 

88.1 

86.3 

87.6 

79.9 

86 . 6 

81.6 

76.3 

83.6 

87.7 

83.4 

Continued 


Exhibit  "D" 

Farm  labor:  Supply  and  demand  statistics,  by  geographic  divisions, 

October  1,  1923-39  if  (Contimied) 

SUPPLY  AS  A  PERCENTAGE  OF  DEMAND  (PERCE1TTAGE  OF  NORMAL ) 


Year 

New 

Middle 

East 

« 

West  . 

• 

South 

• 

• 

.  East 

• 

• 

West 

• 

Moun- 

United 

Eng¬ 

land 

Atlan¬ 

tic 

North 

Central 

North  . 

• 

Central . 

* 

Atlan¬ 

tic 

.  South 

• 

. Central 

• 

South  . 

• 

Central . 

• 

tain 

.Pacific 

States 

1923 

75.7 

73.1 

74.7 

96.6 

83.6 

83.5 

91.2 

93.2 

91.6 

85.3 

1924 

100.3 

95.6 

100.7 

102.5 

90.9 

95.7 

93.8 

106.8 

126.7 

99.7 

1925 

101.1 

92.3 

97.7 

103.2 

96.2 

85.0 

93.4 

99.8 

104.0 

96.6 

1926 

98.1 

89.6 

92.2 

105.4 

87.7 

84.4 

84.1 

102.7 

102.9 

92.5 

1927 

99.6 

100.0 

104.7 

102.6 

98.7 

101.9 

107.1 

95.9 

104.2 

102.1 

1928 

100.0 

104.0 

102.0 

102.8 

102.5 

104.4 

101.6 

99.4 

108.4 

102.8 

1929 

100.2 

101.2 

102.2 

106.6 

103.3 

100 . 0 

107.7 

101.0 

106.0 

104.1 

1930 

122.1 

125.6 

151.3 

139.9 

133.4 

139.4 

157.0 

138.6 

131.2 

140.2 

1931 

143.1 

143.3 

176.5 

200.0 

147.5 

162.3 

147.1 

215.0 

173.1 

153.9 

1932 

185.1 

183.2 

222.8 

235.6 

183.0 

197.4 

196.8 

232.0 

194.8 

201.8 

1933 

146.6 

150.1 

179.7 

204.1 

140.0 

155.7 

165.4 

176.1 

149.7 

ft 

■> 

si 

fv£) 

i — ! 

1934 

127.8 

128.7 

142.7 

194.0 

126.8' 

132.6 

200.9 

195.5 

144.4 

152.9 

1935 

114.2 

109.9 

104.7 

125.5 

109.5 

121.5 

141.2 

127.3 

105.3 

117.8 

1936 

97.4 

88.3 

91.5 

130.7 

56.6 

Qz:  ^ 

106 . 5 

106.2 

97.3 

100.5 

1937 

88.1 

75.9 

81.3 

104.7 

81.0 

Q  V  4 

V  *  ft  i 

92.4 

102.1 

94.5 

88.5 

1938 

103.5 

101.0 

106.2 

119.4 

108 . 1 

106.7 

118.5 

118.7 

131.3 

112.9 

1939 

100.1 

102.5 

102.6 

115.8 

97.5 

108.0 

119.7 

114.6 

113.9 

105.4 

_1 /Re vised  for  dates  prior  to  Oct.  1,  1939. 
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EXHIBIT  "E,t 

UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OE  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 


Washington,  D.  C. 
No vernier  15,  1939 


Farm  Employment  At 

Low  Level  on  November  1 


The  decline  in  the  number  of  persons  employed  on  United  States  farms  dur¬ 
ing  Octoher  was  only  slightly  more  than  the  usual  seasonal  decline  during  that 
month,  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  reported  today.  Based  on  reports  from 
22,215  crop  correspondents,  the  total  employment  of  "both  family  and  hired  workers 
is  estimated  at  10,762,000  persons  on  November  1.  This  is  the  smallest  Novemher 
1  total  during  the  14-year  period  covered  By  the  record,  and  compares  with  total 
employment  on  Novemher  1  last  year,  of  11,166,000  persons,  and  11,413,000  the 
10-year  (1929-38)  average  for  thrt  date. 

It  is  estimated  that  8,123,000  of  the  total  number- of  persons  working  on 
farms  as  of  the  first  of  the  month  were  farm  operators  and  unpaid  family  workers. 
This  group  accounts  for  the  more  than  usual  decline  in  the  total  number  of  per¬ 
sons  employed'  on  farms,  for  the  decrease  in  hired  help  during  Octoher  was  some¬ 
what  less  than  usual.  The  number  of  hired  workers  on  farms  Novemher  1  is  esti¬ 
mated  at  2,639,000,  compared  with  2,733,000  a  year  earlier.  Decreases  in  farm 
employment  during  October  were  larger  in  the  South  Central  and  South  Atlantic 
regions  than  elsewhere. 

Over  half  of  the  corn  acreage  in  the  Corn  Belt  was. husked  by  November  1. 
Potato  digging  and  harvesting  of  sugar  beets  was  nearing  completion  in  most  areas 
toward  mid-November  as  the  1939  season  drew  to  a  close.  Unfavorable  moisture 
conditions  over  much  of  the  winter  wheat  area  hampered  fall  seeding  operations 
and  contributed  to  the  decline  in  farm  employment.  Unusually  favorable  weather 
conditions  for  picking  cotton  hastened  the  harvest  of  that  crop  and  was  a  con¬ 
tributing  factor  to  the  low  level  of  farm  employment  in  the  Cotton  States. 


Continued  on  page  3. 


Farm  Employment,  November  1,  1939,  with  Comparisons 


Geographic 

1  Sept.l,  ’ 

Get .1 , 

i — 1 

• 

> 

o 

*  Slept.  1,  ] 

Oct .  1 ,  *, 

Nov.l , 

division 

i93s  ; 

19  O' 8 

1938 

:  1939  ; 

1939 

1939 

•  1,000 

1 , 000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

persons 

persons 

persons 

persons 

persons 

persons 

TOTAL  EMPLOYMENT 

United  States 

11,554 

12,054 

11,166 

11,659 

11,886 

10,762 

New  England 

273 

268 

255 

287 

265 

248 

Middle  Atlantic 

■  658 

633 

597 

644 

625 

611 

East  No. Centra] 

1 , 535 

1 , 551 

1 , 518 

1,519 

1,516 

1,498 

West  No. Central 

1 , 794 

1,741 

1,721 

1,835 

1 , 745 

1,722 

South  Atlantic 

2,271 

2 , 380 

2,144 

2,268 

2,353 

2,090 

East  So. Central 

1 , 928 

2,176 

1 , 842 

1 , 944 

2,124 

1 , 730 

West  So. Central 

1,895 

2,177 

2 , 078 

1 , 903 

2,191 

1 ,878 

Mountain 

540 

506 

475 

518 

493 

467 

Pacif ic 

700 

622 

536 

741 

574 

518 

FAMILY  W 

0RXES8 

United  States 

8,562 

8,396 

8 , 433 

8,640 

8,864 

8,123 

New  England 

166 

166 

160 

182 

166 

163 

M i dd 1 e  At 1 an tic 

410 

401 

401 

423 

403 

410 

East  No. Central 

1,172 

1,139 

1,139 

1,158 

1,128 

1,123 

West  No. Central 

1,35^ 

1 , 329 

1 , 316 

1,387 

1 , 305 

1,285 

South  Atlantic 

1,695  , 

1 , 784 

1 , 626 

1,710 

1,767 

1,585 

East  So. Central 

1,651 

i  q 

y  O  «-•  ' 

1 , 579 

1,659 

1,839 

1,495 

West  So. Central 

]  4nP. 

j.  j 

1,616 

1,620 

1,463 

1,653 

1,470 

Mountain 

305 

286 

279 

297 

284 

284 

Pacific 

351 

318 

313 

361 

319 

308 

II  IE  ED  WORKER  S 

United  States 

3 , 032 

3,158 

2 , 733 

3,019 

3 , 022 

2 , 639 

New  England 

107 

102 

95 

105 

99 

85 

Middle  Atlantic 

248 

232 

196 

221 

222 

201 

East  No. Central 

363 

412 

379 

361 

388 

375 

West  No. Central 

440 

412 

405 

448 

440 

437 

South  Atlantic 

576 

596 

513 

558 

586 

505 

East  So. Central 

277 

319 

263 

285 

285 

235 

West  So. Central 

437' 

561 

458 

440 

538 

408 

Mountain 

235 

220 

196 

221 

209 

183 

Pacific 

349 

'  304 

223 

380 

255 

210 

Based  on  reports  from  22,216  crop 

correspondents . 
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UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OE  ADR I CULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 


(Exhibit  "E") 


Average  wage  rate  for  picking  100  pounds  of  seed  cotton, 

by  States,  1926-39 


. 

State 

1926; 

1927; 

1928: 

1929; 

• 

1930: 

1931 

« 

1932 

1933: 

1934 

1935: 

1935 

1937: 

1938 

1939 

Dol . 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

« 

Dol . 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol . 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Dol. 

Va. 

1.00 

1.12 

1.23 

1.15 

.75 

.  45 

.34 

.45 

.65 

.  55 

.70 

.75 

.65 

.60 

N.C. 

1.03 

1.07 

1.07 

1.01 

.58 

.36 

.38 

.48 

.65 

.65 

.65 

.70 

.60 

.6C 

S.C. 

.82 

.78 

.  83 

.81 

.52 

.36 

.36 

us 

.50 

.  50 

.55 

.60 

.50 

.  5C 

Sa. 

.50 

.88 

.  85 

.90 

.57 

.  35 

.33 

.45 

.50 

.  50 

.  55 

.60 

.  50 

.50 

Ela. 

1.12 

.95 

1.02 

1.07 

.76 

.41 

.39 

.48 

.55 

.55 

.60 

.65 

.60 

.60 

Ill. 

1.20 

1.20 

1.15 

.71 

.50 

.40 

.65 

.75 

.75 

.90 

.70 

.70 

.70 

Mo. 

1.12 

1.14 

1.14 

1.12 

.71 

.49 

.  52 

.67 

.80 

.75 

.95 

.80 

.75 

.70 

Kans . 

— 

1.50 

1 . 40 

1 . 30 

.75 

.45 

.48 

.65 

.75 

.70 

.75 

.65 

.65 

.60 

Ky. 

1.10 

1.20 

1.20 

1.18 

.70 

.49 

.50 

.60 

.P0 

.75 

.95 

.80 

.80 

.80 

Tenn . 

1.05 

1.08 

1.04 

1 . 34 

.63 

.  43 

.47 

.54 

6n 

.60 

.80 

.70 

.60 

.60 

Ala. 

1.03 

.96 

.95 

.92 

t  oo 

.34 

.36 

.45 

ss 

.50 

.60 

.60 

.50 

.50 

Miss . 

1.16 

1.08 

1.02 

1.08 

.  55 

•  t.. 

.40 

.49 

.  55 

.  55 

.75 

.80 

.55 

.60 

La. 

1.12 

1.03 

1.03 

1.01 

.61 

.41 

.39 

.48 

.  55 

.  55 

.65 

.70 

.55 

.55 

Tex. 

1.20 

1.24 

1.21 

1.11 

.71 

.44 

.45 

.  55 

.60 

.60 

.65 

.65 

.  55 

.55 

Okla . 

1.28 

1.40 

*1  r-. 

1  •  do 

1.22 

.73 

.  45 

.48 

.  65 

.75 

.70 

.75 

.75 

.70 

.60 

Ark. 

1.06 

1 . 05 

1.03 

1.06 

.  56 

.40 

.44 

•  O 

.  60 

.  55 

.75 

.70 

.60 

.60 

N.Mex. 

1.15 

1.30 

1.22 

1.25 

.68 

.43 

.44 

R  R 

.65 

.65 

.70 

.70 

.  60 

.60 

Aria. 

1.45 

1.53 

1.50 

1 . 50 

.  $9 

.58 

.50 

.67 

.90 

.90 

1.10 

.  85 

.80 

qr 

Calif . 

1 . 55 

1.47 

1.46 

1.45 

.89 

.50 

.45 

r~ 

r» 

•  *-.• 

.90 

.90 

1.00 

.95 

.75 

.80 

U.S. 

1.11 

1.12 

1.10 

1.06 

.63 

.41 

.42 

.53 

.60 

58 

.69 

.69 

.57 

.58 

Continued  from  page  1. 


Cotton  Picking  Rates  Show  Little  Change 

The  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  also  reported  that  ware  rates  paid 
cotton  pickers  during  the  1939  harvesting  season  were  only  slightly  above  the 
relatively  low  rate  paid  in  1938.  An  average  of  58  cents  for  nicking  100 
pounds  of  seed  cotton  was  reverted  by  crop  correspondents,  as  compared  with 
57  cents  per  100  pounds  in  1938.  Reported  average  rates  ranged  from  a  low  of 
50  cents  in  the  South  Atlantic  region  to  a  high  of  90  cents  per  100  wounds  in 
Arizona,  In  addition  to  the  foregoing  rates,  cotton  pickers  are  often  furn¬ 
ished  housing  and  transportation,  with  a  higher  rate  per  100  pounds  for  those 
pickers  who  do  not  occupy  farm  cabins.  Only  Mississippi  and  the  States  in 
the  extreme  Southwest  showed  an  increase  in  rates  over  last  year. 
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Questionnaire  Used  to  Obtain  Information  on  Crop  Conditions  and  Farm  Labor 

October  1939  (Back)  Exhibit  F 
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